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LONDON, MARCH 31, 1877. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tux names of the members of the new Legal Depart- 
ments Commission have been announced, and its composi- 
tion is certainly a great deal more satisfactory than that of 
the last commission, which, after the usual English fashion, 
having to investigate technical and professional matters, 
included but one judge and not one practising lawyer. 
With the exception of Mr. Rowsell and Mr. Law, 
the. representatives of the Treasury, all the new com- 
missioners are lawyers, and, what is better, lawyers of 
ginence and sound common sense. No exception 
tan be taken to the legal members of the com- 
mission; but we should like to know why the 
dass which, of all others, is most familiar with the 
matters to. which the commission is to direct its attention 
is practically represented by but one member; for 
Mr. Pemberton, the Official Solicitor, cannot, of course, 
be regarded as a representative of the general body of 
solicitors. Their only representative, Mr. E. F. Burton, 
is without doubt the fittest man who could have 
been selected if there is to be but one representative ; 
but why only one? The London solicitor knows exactly 
where the shoe pinches, where economy could be effected 
and efficiency promoted in the legal offices, and we 
cannot but think that the commission would be greatly 
strengthened by the addition of two or three more prac- 
tising solicitors. 








Tue carzrr of thelate Mr. Arthur Ryland affords an 
excellent illustration of the wide influence exercised by 
able and public-spirited provincial solicitors. Here in 
London the heads of the great firms in Bedford-row or 
Lincoln’s-inn are omnipotent in their offices, important 
atthe Law Institution, and of much consideration in 
the courts; but what does the world half a mile from 
their offices know of them? In the country it is wholly 
different. The leading solicitor of a large provincial 
town, if he be sagacious and energetic, occupies a posi- 
tion, so far as we know, altogether unique. In France 
the practical separation of the so-called lower branch of 
the legal profession into two divisions, prevents the 
Ocurrence of the same state of circumstances. The 
qoué, who in many respects corresponds to our solici- 
tor, is not, so to speak, the general man of business of 
his clients. The notary, who is generally trusted in 
Matters relating to business affairs, although he acts as 
Wconveyancer, is not strictly a practising lawyer. 
Qur leading provincial solicitor combines the influence 
both these classes; and exercises the, to many 
finds most enviable, prerogative of being at the 
bottom of everything. Having been long estab- 

in business he is the depository of the secrets 
tlarge numbers of his neighbours; he hears in the 
@urse of his professional transactions the secrets of 
thers, and he is the trusted adviser in private 





matters of multitudes of clients. Moreover he knows 
everyone in the district, and knows what most 
people are likely to think on any given subject ; what 
more natural when any local movement. is mooted than 
that it should occur to the projectors to drop in and 
ascertain what Mr. —— thinks about it ? In most public 
undertakings too there is a period when the layman feels 
more or less helpless; when the constitution of a new 
society has to be settled, resolutions to be prepared, or 
rules drafted, the lawyer’s services are invaluable; and 
so it comes to pass that unobtrusively but &ffectually he 
moulds the new institution into shape. Mr. Ryland 
was a prince among solicitors holding the position we 
have described. He had been intimately associated witk 
most of the public movements in Birmingham dnring 
the last quarter of a century; he was looked up to by 
all classes, and the news of his sudden death spread 
sadness throughout the whole town. Our main concern 
here, however, is with Mr. Ryland’s relations to his 
profession, and our readers will bear us out when we say 
that in many ways he earned the gratitude of his 
brethren. He was one of the most energetic 

the founders of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law 
Association ; he acted for many years on the council of 
the Incorporated Law Society, and he took a prominent 
part in the effort made under Lord Selborne’s auspices 
to improve legal education. On his valuable and un- 
obtrusive labours in the way of suggesting legislation 
we cannot dwell in detail; but his brethren, at all 
events, will not forget that it was mainly through his in- 
strumentality that the Act (34 & 35 Vict. c. 18) toamend 
the law disqualifying solicitors in practice from being 
justices of the peace for counties was placed m the 
statute-book. 





WE HAVE AT Last a decision of the Court of Appeal on 
the question of what is a sufficient description of the 
parties in a contract for the purchase of real estate; 
and it is a little curious that the learned judge 
whose “inconvenient refinements” (to use the phrase 
of the Queen’s Bench Division) have given rise 
to most of the difficulty has taken part in the 
decision. We need hardly remind our readers that in 
Potter v. Duffield (22 W. R. 585, L. R. 18 Eq. 4) the 
Master of the Rolls held that the term “ vendor’? was 
not of itself a sufficient description of one of the con- 
tracting parties ; his reason for that decision being that 
the Statute of Frauds requires the parties “ to be 
described in such a manner as that there can be no 
fair or reasonable dispute as to the person who is sell- 
ing or buying,”. “Proprietor,” the learned judge had 
previously held to be a sufficient description (Sale v. 
Lambert, 22 W. R. 478, L. R. 18 Eq. 1), because, he said, 
there can be but one person who answers to that descrip- 
tion—a mere equivocation, as it appears to us, because 
there may be half a dozen who claim to answer to that 
description. In Thomas v. Brown (24 W.R.821) the Queen's 
Bench Division intimated a strong opinion that neither 
“vendor” nor “proprietor” was sufficient, and that if a 
description was to be allowed to take the place of the 
names of the parties, it ought to be such a description 
as would exclude the necessity of parol evidence for the 
purpose of identifying the party. In the case before 
the Court of Appeal (Catling v. King, noted ante, 
p. 398) the vendor was described in the condi- 
tions of sale as “a trustee selling under a trust for sale,” 
and this the Court of Appeal held to be a sufficient 
description. The Master of the Rolls appears to have 
expressed himself with reference to this description with 
almost as great fervour as that he bestowed on the 
description ‘‘ proprietor” in Sale v. Lambert. That 
description, he said, was “‘an excellent description ” ; 


‘“ certainly, in Acts of Parliament the proprietor or owner 


is frequently mentioned as the person on whom notices 

are to be served.” The description of “trustee for 

sale,” the learned judge remarked in the recent case, “ is 
22 
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a much better one than Mr. Smith or Mr. Jones, or even 
than the defendant’s name, Mr. William King, would 
have been.” From which it appears that it is, on the 
whole, more convenient for a purchaser to have to hunt 
for the name of the person with whom he is dealing in 
the abstract of title, than to have it plainly stated in the 
purchase contract. 





THE ABOVE-MENTIONED DECISION appears, however, to 
have carried joy to one heart. Some months ago we re- 
viewed a work on conveyancing, the author of which 
described himself in the preface as “a conveyancing 
clerk, and one reading for the bar” ; and (being unaware 
that we had before us the work of a prophet) we ventured 
to point out the necessity, in a book of precedents, of 
drawing attention to ‘‘ the absurdity and danger of omit- 
ting to insert the name of the vendor in the memo- 
randum.” ‘Time rolled on, and we had forgotten the 
existence of the author and his book; but he had not 
forgotten us; and, seeing the report in the daily papers 
of Catling v. King, he appears to have felt that his hour 
of vengeance had come. He has therefore written us a 
letter, in which, after referring to the review, he says :— 


**You then referred to Potter v. Duffield (22 W. RB. 585, 
L, BR. 18 Eq. 4) in support of your views, from which you 
drew the conclusion that it was ‘all the more necessary, in 
a book of precedents, to draw attention to the absurdity 
and danger of omitting to insert the name of the vendor 
in the memorandum.’ It seemed to me, at the time, that 
you had misunderstood the Master of the Rolls’ jadgment; 
but my opinion is confirmed now by his decision in the 
case of Catling v. King, on appeal (reported in yesterday’s 
Times), in which he reversed the decision of the Vice- 
Chancellor that it was necessary to disclose the name of 
the vendor. [!] As your review may possibly have misled 
some persons, and, to a slight degree, prejudiced me, I 
shall be glad if you will just notice my communication, 
and point out, for the information of your readers, that 
the name of the vendor upon a sale by auction need not 
necesearily be disclosed, and that it will only be needful 
to guard against any such ambiguity as there was in 
Potter vy. Duffield, in which ‘vendor’ and ‘ vendors’ were 
used indiscriminately, and it could not be satisfactorily 
gathered whether it was one or more eelling.” 


Now we hope the author is satisfied; and we trust it 
will add to his satisfaction if we “point out for the in- 
formation of our readers” that, notwithstanding Catling 
v. King, any solicitor who omits to insert the name of 
the purchaser in the memorandum will act most foolishly. 





PERHAPS WE MAY BE ALLOWED to bring to the notice 
of the authors of the scheme for making the chief 
clerks in the Chancery Division, in addition to their 
present work, do all the work sent into chambers by the 
new judge, or by the judges whom he relieves of their 
heavy cases, an opinion expressed by the last Legal De- 
partments Commission. At p. 59 of their report, issued 
in 1874, the commissioners say, ‘‘ We find that the chief 
clerks in chancery are among the hardest-worked officials 
in the State service.” 





The commission which has been appointed “ to con- 
sider the effect of the Judicature Act upon the adminis- 
trative offices of the courts of justice, and to report 
upon any changes which it may be desirable to make in 
the organization of those offices or in the salaries of the 
officers,” will consist of the Master of the Rolls, Mr. 
Justice Lush, Mr, F, Herschell, Q.C., M.P., Mr. W. Law, 
Mr. E. F. Burton, Vice-President of the Incorporated 
Law Society, Mr. H. L. Pemberton, Official Solicitor to 
= Supreme Court of Judicature, and Mr. F. W. Row- 





Ls 


THE BANKRUPTCY BILL. 
II. 


In our examination last week of the procedure markeg 
out by the new Bill, we reached the stage of the first 
meeting. Every resolution of the creditors at this 
meeting must be confirmed by the court (clause 20), 
If the creditors take the mildest of the three courgeg 
open to them, and resolve that the proceedings under 
the bankruptcy be stayed, the court will order that the 
proceedings be stayed for such time as may be n 

to obtain the confirmation of a deed of arrangemen| 
For this confirmation (clause 23) an application to = 
court will be necessary, upon which the “ prescribed 
notices”’ will be given by the court; and the court will 
subsequently either stay the proceedings or annul the 
provisional order, or dismiss the petition. 

A singular oversight, to which we called attention last 
year, has been remedied. In last year’s Bill it wag 
apparently contemplated, either that the creditors should 
grant an immediate discharge within one or two months 
of the provisional order, or that the debtor should be 
absolutely adjudicated a bankrupt. In this year’s Bill a 
middle course is provided. If the creditors resolve that 
further investigation be made of the affairs of the debtor, 
the committee of inspection are forthwith to make such in. 
vestigation. Application may then be made to the court to 
summon a second general meeting of creditors; and (if the 
resolution donotsufficiently provide for the filing of further 
accounts) that the debtor do file further accounts. The 
court is to hear the debtor on this latter application, and, 
“if it thinks the application reasonable,” is to make an 
order for further accounts upon such terms as to payment 
of the expenses thereof as the court may think fit. Here is 
considerable opportunity for litigation. The second meet. 
ing of creditors will be summoned by the court ; atit the 
committee of inspection, or the trustee or receiver by 
their direction, will report upon the affairs of the debtor, 
and the creditors may, ‘‘ by ordinary resolution, do any- 
thing which could be done at the first meeting,” an ex- 
pression which includes, we suppose, the right to resolve 
that still further investigation shall be made; and the 
right toapply to the courtto summon a new meeting, and 
to order that the debtor file further accounts. On the 
other hand the creditors may, by special resolution, 
declare that the affairs of the debtor have been suffi- 
ciently investigated, and that he be discharged, and the 
court is thereupon to order his discharge. The resolu. 
tions passed at the second meeting must be confirmed 
by the court. Thus, as regards this second mode of 
procedure, we have, in the case of a trader debtor, the 
prospect of the following applications to the court from 
the commencement of the provisional bankruptcy to the 
discharge of the debtor :— 

(1) To make a provisional order. 

(2) By debtor to show cause why such order should 

not be revoked. 

(3) To summon a preliminary meeting. 

(4) To summon a first meeting. 

(5) To confirm the resolutions of the first meeting. 

(6) To summon a second general meeting. 

(7) That the debtor do file further accounts. 

(8) To confirm the resolutions of the second meeting. 

(9) To order the discharge of the debtor. 

In addition to applications by “ any persons aggrieved” 
by any act of the committee of inspection or trustee. 

Last year’s Bill provided for certain courses being 
taken by special resolution—i.c., with the assent of 
three-fourths in number and value of the creditors 
who have proved; but it omitted to provide what 
was to be done if no resolution for discharge was passed 
by the requisite majority, and no resolution for bank- 
ruptcy was passed. The present Bill provides that if 
the creditors resolve that the bankruptcy shall proceed, 
or pass no resolution, the court shall make an absolute 
order for adjudication of bankruptcy against the debtor, 
and direct the adjudication to be gazetted. The court will 
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then direct a public sitting, at which the bankrupt is to 
attend and submit to examination “ until the court shall 
by order declare that his affairs have been sufficiently in- 
vestigated, and that his examination is finished.” After 
the expiration of three months from passing his examina- 
tion, the bankrupt may apply to the court to grant him his 
discharge (clause 29). But if the application is made be- 
fore twelve months have expired from the date of the first 
meeting, a majority in number and three-fourths in value 
of creditors who have proved must concur; if before 
eighteen months from that date, a majority in number 
and value of such creditors must concur; if before 
twenty-four months from that date, one-third; and if 
before thirty months, one-fourth in number and value of 
the creditors who have proved must concur; but if the 
application is made after thirty months, no creditors 
need concur in the application. Notice of the application 
for an order of discharge is not only to be gazetted, but 
sent to each creditor who has proved. Power is given to 
the court, where the discharge of the debtor is not con- 
eurred in by a majority in number and value of his 
creditors, on the application of the committee of inspec- 
tion, to order the debtor to pay to his estate such sum as 
may be stated in the order of discharge. 

The committee of 1876 ascribed “‘ nearly all the evils 
which have led to so much dissatisfaction with the 
working of the Act of 1869” to the abuse of the system 
of proxies; it becomes important, therefore, to con- 
sider what provision is made on this point in the new 
Bill. Clause 128 provides that where it appears to the 
court that any solicitation has been used by or on be- 
half of a trustee or receiver in obtaining proxies, or in 
procuring the trusteeship or receivership, the court shall 
have power, if it think fit, to order that no remuneration 
shall be allowed to the person by whom or on whose be- 
half such solicitation may have been exercised. This, 
no doubt, looks severe enough, but we imagine its 
terrors will be rather shadowy. Before the trustee or 
receiver can be punished by being deprived of his re- 
muneration, an application will have to be made 
to the court; evidence will have to be adduced, 
and a judicial interpretation will have to be 
put on the word “ solicitation.’”” The court will not be 
very ready to deprive a man of remuneration for work 
which he may have satisfactorily performed. Another 
remedy provided for the evil consists in placing the ap- 
pointment of the trustee in the hands of the committee of 
inspection, instead of in the hands of the creditors. But 
this seems to interpose but a small obstacle in the way of 
canvassing for the appointment, for it simply transfers the 
contest in which proxies will be used to the appoint- 
ment of the members of the committee of inspection. 
The accountant candidate for the office of trustee will have 
to seek out five creditors favourable to his appointment, 
and then to solicit proxies for their appointment as the 
committee of inspection. A special inducement to the 
exercise of diligence by the trustee or receiver to 
have the committee of inspection composed of persons 
under his influence is afforded by the provisions of clause 
57, which enable a further remuneration to be paid him 
(where the assets do not exceed £3,000) on the report 
of the committee ; and in cases where the assets are over 
£3,000 practically leave (as we read the clause) the re- 
muneration of the trustee or receiver to be fixed by the 
committee. The remedies recommended by the com- 
mittee of 1876—viz., that restrictions should be placed 
on the use of proxies by creditors resident within 
& reasonable distance of the place of meeting, and that, 
for the purpose of voting at any first meeting of creditors, 
no proxy should be appointed prior to the preliminary 
meeting—have been omitted both from the Bill of last 
year and from that of this year. 

The provisions of clauses 59 to 62, relating to the pay- 
ment of money by the receiver into a bank, the trans- 

of accounts to the comptroller, and the powers of 
the comptroller, appear to be generally satisfactory. ‘The 
Practice now so often adopted, where one person is trustee 





of several estates, of keeping one banking account only, 
is rendered impossible by a provision that where the es- 
timated assets exceed £200 they shall be paid in to a 
separate account to the credit of the particular matter. 








THE INCLOSURE OF MANORIAL WASTES. 
II. 


We referred last week to the view that, subject to any 
common or general right which the copyholders can 
claim by custom, and subject to any special rights which 
particular freehold tenants (or even strangers) may be 
able to prove, the beneficial property, as well as the legal 
ownership of the waste, is now in the lord. 

Although dicta and even decisions may be found which 
tend to support this view, such a statement of the law, if 
it was ever a correct one, is without any ascertained his- 
torical basis. It disregards the plain fact that the free- 
holders assembled in the manorial court, the court baron ; 
did, not as grantees of particular privileges, but in right 
of their freehold tenements, regulate the user of the 
waste, making bye-laws for this purpose, and imposing 
penalties for all offences connected with it. Accordingly, 
to take one case out of many, it is satisfactory to find 
that in Warrick v. Queen’s College (19 W. R. 1098, 
L. R. 6 Ch, 720) the court refused to be bound by such 
doctrines as those aboveindicated. Lord Hatherley there de- 
cided that frecholdersmay have a common or general right, 
and that if the court finds that they have had a certain 
beneficial enjoyment in the waste, as a right of pasture, 
and rights of cutting turf, furze, &c., for fuel, and that 
enjoyment appears to have been common to them all, 
then it will assume, as a legal origin for the existence of 
such enjoyment, that it arose by each freehold tenant 
having taken with his tenement, on the occasion of its 
being granted to him, all the rights and privileges which 
belonged to the other tenants. So clear a legal origin to 
the right did Lord Hatherley consider this to be that, 
although the evidence pointed rather to the exercise of 
these rights by the inhabitants of the manor or parish 
than by the freeholders themselves, he accounted for 
such exercise by regarding the inhabitants as having the 
temporary enjoyment in the character of occupiers of 
tenements belonging to the freeholders. Accordingly, 
Earl Dunraven v. Llewellyn (15 Q. B. 791), and any 
other authorities which may be supposed to have laid it 
down that there is no such thing as a general or common 
right in the freeholders so as to make evidence of right 
given in respect of a freehold tenant evidence in favour 
of the whole class, cannot now be upheld; and a most 
conclusive proof is given of the suggestion that free- 
holders, not individually but as a body, may have, and 
in at least one case at the present time actually have, 
rights in the waste of as high and ancient a character as 
the rights which they possess in the tenements held by 
them in severalty. 

But the matter does not stop there. If it were neces- 
sary to ascertain the nature of the interest so vested in 
the freeholders in common by reference to modern user, 
and to rest the claim upon the evidence which such modern 
user might furnish of a prescriptive right either under the 
Prescription Act or at common law, the practical import- 
ance to be attributed to these legal doctrines would be 
infinitely less than it actually is; for the exercise of 
common rights has, to aconsiderable extent, ceased with 
improved methods of agriculture. But the case to which 
we are referring, being one in which the interest of the 
freeholders was determined by reference to ancient 
entries in the court rolls which showed their exercise of 
the right, and the regulation by them of all matters con- 
cerning the enjoyment of the waste, shows also, if it were 
needful to show, how unsafe a guide is modern user 
in deciding who are the persons entitled to rights 
of common. As to user under the statute, the Lord 
Chancellor said (19 W. R. 1100, L. R. 6 Ch. 728): “TI 
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do not think it necessary to inquire into that part of the 
ease, because the prescription may be proved. The 
statute only applies to cases where you want to stand 
upon thirty years’ user; but here, where the title is one 
of 200 or 300 years, that statute is not needed, and the 
title can be rested upon the original right before the 
passing of the statute.” Accordingly, it is clear that 
court rolls, ancient title deeds of property now or 
formerly held of the manor, and other old documents 
may disclose the existence of a right centuries old as 
annexed to freehold tenements, a right which, if the 
fact of its having existed be thus established, any free- 
holder may be able to rely upon until those claiming 
against it can prove that, by some definite means known 
to the law, it has come to an end. Again, in thus speak- 


ing of the freeholders of the manor, we may be thought |’ 


to be referring to a class which rarely or never exists in 
fact. But it must be recollected that freeholders are 
said by Coke, in his definition of a manor, to be the 
causa sine gud non, or the cause without which the 
manor cannot exist. Therefore, whether or not there 
are freeholders, there are, wherever there is a manorial 
waste, tenements which were at one time held as free- 
hold of the manor. And, once more referring to Lord 
Hatherley’s judgment, we find that the persons now in 
possession of those tenements have not lost the rights 
which originally appertained to tenants by reason of the 
usual symbols of tenure not having been kept alive. 
Whatever rights over the waste originally belonged to 
the owner of the tenement when he was in fact and in 
law the lord’s man, and when the exercise of those rights 
was of the greatest importance for the success of his 
agriculture and the comfort of his dwelling, do, unless 
other persons interested in the waste can show that such 
rights have been got rid of, belong, in like manner, to 
his successor, whose legal relation to the lord is of the 
most shadowy nature, and whose requirements may 
never lead to the actual exercise of his privileges. 


The rights claimed by the freeholders in the case 
before Lord Hatherley were of a kind which clearly 
required some definite proof of their original existence, 
But it must not be forgotten that the case of a claim 
made only for common of pasture as appendant to a 
particular tenement is on a totally different footing. 
Common of this latter kind is defined to be for horses 
and oxen to plough, and for cows and sheep to manure, 
the land, the number of beasts for which the right can 
be claimed being estimated by reference to their being 
levant and couchant on the tenement—in other words, it 
is the number which the produce of the tenement may 
be sufficient to support in winter. Being considered as 
necessary for the efficient enjoyment of every grant of 
arable land, it was at common law incident to the grant, 
and therefore need not be prescribed for. It is pointed 
out by Mr. J. Williams, in the note to which we have 
referred, that, as a rule, every holding was originally a 
holding for the purposes of agriculture, and that “land” 
originally meant arable land; therefore, this right should 
probably be regarded as legally incident to every freehold 
tenement until the contrary be shown. How the lord 
is to show that it is no longer so incident is another 
matter. The question of extinguishment of a right of 
common by a change in the condition of the tenement 
to which it is attached seems to have been but rarely 
discussed, owing, perhaps, to the tendency of the com- 
moner to neglect the assertion of his right, except where 
it is either actually used or useful. It may be observed, 
however, that in Carr v. Lambert (14 W. R. 405, L. R. 1 
Ex. 168), it was decided that, in order to establish a claim 
of common for cattle /evant and couchant on the tene- 
ment, it is not necessary that it should be capable, in its 
actual state, of producing food for cattle, if it might still 
be turned to that purpose ; and the judgment in Warrick 
v. Queen’s College goes much farther in deciding that, in 
ease of rights depending, not upon the common law, but 
proved to have existed by evidence such as was there 
adduced, the rights are not to be considered as affected, 





even though the land be actually built over. In respect, 
therefore, of a tenement which is proved, or must be 
presumed, to have originally had a right of common at- 
tached to it, proof of the extinguishment of the right by 
reason of a change in the condition of the tenement is, 
at the least, a matter of considerable difficulty, 





General Correspondence. 


County Court Extension AND THE Buiock ar 
Nist Privs. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—I observe that Sir H. M. Jackson, Bart., proposes 
to add a clause to the High Court (Costs) Bill to extend the 
provisions of section 10 of the County Courts Act, 1867, 
to all actions of contract. As a practitioner in these 
courts since their formation, while agreeing with this, I 
would suggest the addition of a general power to both 
parties to an action in the High Court to apply any time 
at chambers for an order to try, or perhaps, better still, 
transfer, any action, say, up to £100, whenever the 
judge considers it reasonable. 

I cannot say what proportion of the numerous causes 
waiting trialin London and Middlesex are within this 
limit, but there must be many, and such a power would 
very materially assist in clearing the lists. It maybe said 
that the present power under the County Courts Act, 
1856, to send issues under £50 for trial in county 
courtsis but sparsely used. This, I submit, is no answer 
to my suggestion, the present powers of transfer to 
the county court being much too limited, section 7 of the 
County Courts Act, 1867, being only available up to £50, 
and when defendant applies at chambers within eight 
days of service. 

The plaintiff's power under the Judicature Act (ord. 
14, r. 1) of stopping wholly undefended actions is most 
valuable, but further facilities are required where there 
is some dispute to be settled, and I submit that the 
county courts are the proper tribunals for that: purpose 
in a large number of our common law causes. 

While the £2 fee would be cheerfully paid for hear- 
ing, this would soon affect the receipts, and may in the 
end assist small suitors by reducing the present pound- 
age between £10 and £20, described some years back by 
the Judicature Commissioners as exorbitant. 

In thus seeking the extension of facilities for the trial 
of small disputes in the county court in order to save the 
valuable time of the judges of the High Court, it may-be 
well to add that, for non-contentious or undefended 
actions, the High Court is very far preferable to the 
county court, being both quicker and cheaper, judgment 
and execution being obtainable in the former on the 
eighth day after service, the largest costs not exceeding 
£5 16s., and in London are only £5. The mere fees 
under the new default system, without notice of defence, 
and without any solicitor’s charges, are £3 14s., while 
the time is ¢wice as long, with the risk of delay and hearing 
fee being doubled if defendant signs a form “I defend,” 
although defendant may not appear at the hearing. 

G. Mantey WerTuHerFiEL. 

2, Gresham-buildings, Guildhall, March 26, 








On Monday, in the House of Commons, in reply to Mr. 
Price, Mr. Crogs said his attention had been called to the dif- 
ferences in the scale of justices’ clerks’ fees, and he had con- 
sidered the desirability of providing, as far as possible, one 
uniform system throngouht England. He had come totheun- 
doubted conclusion, however, that it was most undesirable 
to insist on uniformity, for this simple reason, that the 
same scale of fees might in one place throw the burden on 
the county, and in another put the persons who came to 
court to very heavy expense. If the hon. gentleman would 
look to the Bill in another place, he ae see that it was 


not thopght desirable to esiablish a uniform system. 
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Cases of the Week. 


EXTENDING TIME FOR APPEALING—PERSONS SERVED WITH 
DecrEz--Orp. 58, rR. 15.—In a case of Hime v. Campbell, 
heard by the Court of Appeal on the 28th inst., a decree 
had been made by the Master of the Rolls on the 4th of 
December, 1875. Notice of the decree was served on some 
persons not parties to the cause, but who were interested in 
the property to which it related, on the 23rd of January, 
1877, and they, on the 7th of February, obtained leave to 
attend the proceedings under the decree. They then ap- 
plied to the Court of Appeal for leave to appeal from the 
decree, notwithstanding the expiration of the one year 
limited by r. 15 of ord. 58. The court (James and Mellish, 
L.JJ., and Baggallay, J.A.) held that the applicants had 
shown special circumstances justifying an extension of the 
time, and gave the leave asked for. 


INJUNCTION TO RESTRAIN FoRFEITURE OF SHARES FOR 
Non-PAYMENT OF Catits—Set-orr—Soriciror’s Costs.— 
In another case of Johnson v. Lyttle’s Iron Agency (Limited), 
heard the same day, the action was brought by a share- 
holder in a company torestrain the company from acting upon 
a resolution forfeiting the plaintiff’s shares for non-payment 
of calls. The plaintiff had been a director of the company, 
and had formerly acted as their solicitor, and he claimed a 
right to set off a sum of £700, which he alleged to be due to 
him for costs, against the amount of the calls, which was 
£400. Jessel, M.R., refused the plaintiff's motion for an in- 
junction, and the Court of Appeal (James and Mellish, L.JJ., 
and Baggallay, J.A), though it became unnecessary to 
decide the point, expressed, during the argument, 
a strong opinion that the set-off could give no 
right to the relief claimed, both the debts being 
legal ones, and there being attached to one of them a legal 
collateral remedy by way of forfeiture. But the decision of 
the Master of the Rolls was reviewed upon another ground, 
which did not appear to have been taken before him, viz., 
that the conditions precedent to the right of forfeiture had 
not been strictly complied with. The company was subject to 
the regulations contained in table A. to the Companies Act, 
1862, clause 6 of which provides that, if a call is not paid on 
the day appointed for payment, the shareholder shall be 
liable to pay interest from the day appointed for payment 
until actual payment. In this case the company, after the 
day for payment of the calls had passed, gave the plaintiff 
notice that, if the £400, together with interest thereon 
from the date of the call, was not paid by a day pamed, his 
shares would be liable to forfeiture, and, as he did not pay 
by that day, the. directors proceeded to pass the resolution 
forfeiting the shares. The court held that, as this notice de- 
manded payment of more than the company were entitled to, 
viz., interest from the date of the call instead of from the day 
appointed for its payment, it was a bad notice under clause 
17 of table A., and that the forfeiture founded upon it was 
invalid. They said that in the case of a forfeiture of shares, 
like any other forfeiture which was to deprive a man 
of his property, all the conditions precedent must be most 
strictly complied with, and, if they were not, the subsequent 

dings would be totally invalid. On this ground the 
injunction asked for was. granted. 





_ Powers or District Registrars—Orp. 35.—On the 24th 
inst., Vice-Chancellor Hall, in the case of Lloyd v. Smith,an 
administration action commenced in the Liverpool district 
registry, made some important observations as to the 
power of district registrars. He said that a decree had been 
referred to, ordering the acceunts to be taken before the 
district registrar. No such decree, however, could be found, 
and unless there was some decree by the judge, or some 
explanation given, the taking the aecounts by the district 
registrar was wholly irregular. But not only had the 
accounts been taken, apparently without any direction, but 
a sale'had been ordered and a receiver appointed, and money 
had been received by the so-called receiver, and paid, 

robably, into some bank. All this had been done without 

slightest authority to do anything of the kind; for it 
was, on the contrary, bar 7 yet provided (r. 4) that 
the district registrars should only have the powers of 
masters. His lordship said that unless it could be shown 











that some decree had been made to have the accounts and 
inquiries taken by the district registrar, he should send 
the action into his chambers, and have the accounts and 
inquiries commenced de novo. His lordship would adopt 
those that had been taken as far as he could, but would 
not do that on a future occasion, as this was not the first 
time he had been asked to take this course, and it would 
never do to allow such a practice to grow up. Even if 
there had been an order as to the accounts, all the other 
proceedings had been most irregular. 








Obituarp. 


MR. ARTHUR RYLAND. 


Mr. Arthur Ryland, solicitor and notary (the head of the 
firm of Ryland, Martineau, & Carslake), of Birmingham, 
died suddenly at Cannes, a few days ago, while on a tour 
with his wife and daughter. The deceased was the son of 
Mr. John Ryland, of Birmingham, and was born in 1807. 
He was admitted a solicitor in 1828, and had practised at 
Birmingham for nearly half a century. He was joined 
about thirty years ago by Mr. Thomas Martineau, and more 
recently by Mr. John Barham Carslake, and had a very large 
practice. He was a notary public, a commissioner for oaths 
in the Supreme Court, and a perpetual commissioner fcr 
Warwickshire, Staffordshire, and Worcestershire. In 1831 
Mr. Ryland founded and became the honorary secretary of 
the Birmingham Law Library Society ; and in 1832 he be. 
came secretary of the Birmingham Law Society. These 
societies were afterwards amalgamated, and Mr. Ryland 
held the secretarysbip until 1835. In 1872 Mr. Ryland was 
elected vice-president of the law society, and in 1873 
president. In 1876 he was again . elected president. 
It is but a very few weeks since he took the chair at the 
annual meeting of the society, and we reported his speech, 
in which, advocating a scheme we have always advocated, 
he remarked “ that it was contemplated by persons of no 
mean influence to re-arrange the courts in the country, 
and as it appeared to him upon the lines which he knew 
some of the commissioners very much approved of, ani had 
absolutely prepared a scheme providing in six or eight 
centres of the country for courts which really might be 
branches of the High Court of Justice,” and he added, 
very characteristically, with reference to another matter, 
“ The society had always acted upon the principle of never 
asking for.any alteration of the law which was not based 
upon the benefit of their clients; they had never taken 
any action in any legal reform which went upon ary 
other line.’ In 1847 he was one of the founders of the 
Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association. In 1863 te 
was nominated to a seat on the Council of the Incor- 
porated Law Society. He frequently gave evidence before 
Royal commissions and parliamentary committees .cn 
legal subjects. Mr. Ryland was one of the clerks to the 
magistrates of Birmingham from 1838 to 1842, ard 
had for many years held the office of law clerk to the Bir- 
mingham Assay Office, and he was also a director of the 
Law Union Insurance Company. He had always taken a 
warm interest in all local and municipal matters. We 
extract from the Birmingham Daily Post the following 
interesting statement of some of the public works in which 
he engaged :—‘‘ He was one of the managers of the 
Philosophical Institution, and when this fell into decay, 
and when by the death of the Mechanics’ Institute, and the 
Polytechnic, the ground of adult education was left unoc- 
cupied, he projected the Midland Institute to fill the vacant 
place. It was at his suggestion thet the first meeting to 
promote the institute: was called; he helped to frame the 
scheme of the institution, he drew the Act of Parliament 
under which the institute is governed, he secured for it the 
kindly and helpful assistance of Mr. Dickens (who for the 
benefit of the institute made his first appearance as a public 
reader), he made the institute the subject of his constant 
thought and his unbroken service, and almost the last act 
of his public life was his presence and speech at its annnal 
meeting in January last. From the institute Mr. Rylaud 
received a marked and ‘well-deserved honour. Not only 
was he treated with just deference by the cound® on whieh 
he sat so long; but in 1861, during his mayoralty, he was 
elected president of the institute: his election being the 
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solitary and distinguished exception to the unwritten law 
which confers the presidency only upon eminent persons 
not resident in Birmingham. The Society of Artists 
likewise benefited by Mr. Ryland’s exertions, for in 1853 
he was the most active member of a deputation which 
induced the Society of Arts to cede the rooms in New- 
street to the Society of Artists, then uncomfortably 
located in Temple-row. Of the free libraries, again, he 
was an ardent promoter, and was chosen one of the first 
members of the committee after the Act had been adopted 
in Birmingham, and he was likewise for some years a 
member of the committee of the Old Library, in Union- 
street. These were some of Mr. Ryland’s many labours 
for the good of the town, and the advancement of its social 
and intellectual progress. To these may be added—not, 
however, as by any means exhausting the list — his 
numerous efforts on behalf of kindly charity, such as the 
Neglected Children’s Aid Society; of organizations like the 
Social Science Asseciation, of reformatory schools, of prison 
discipline, as a magistrate for the county of Worcester, 
and of educational and charitable institutions and trusts. 
He was a governor of the Free Grammar School, a mem- 
ber of Lench’s Trust, and an administrator of other bene- 
factions. Among these we must mention three of which 
he had the privilege of announcing, and which it is no pre- 
sumption to assume were due in a great degree to his own 
thoughtful consideration—namely, the foundation of the 
Laws of Health Trust in connection with the Midland Insti- 
tute; the Public Picture Gallery Fund, in connection with 
the Corporation Art Gallery ; and the donation of £10,000, 
recently given by an anonymous benefactor, through Mr. 
Ryland, to the School of Art. In each case these gifts 
derived new and special value from Mr. Ryland’s kindly 
manner of conveying them, and from the care and interest 
he took in framing the trusts upon which they are adminis- 
tered.” 


MR. WILLIAM CHARLES LACEY. 


Mr. William Charles Lacey, solicitor, of Wareham 
and Bournemouth, died very suddenly at his residence, 
Rylstone, Bournemouth, on the 10th inst. Mr. Lacey 
was born in 1810, and was admitted a solicitor in 
1838. He originally practised in Southampton-street, 
Fitzroy-square; he then removed to 28, New Bridge- 
street, and was associated in partnership with Messrs, 
Jonathan Howard, Charles Henry Charlton, and Francis 
Dolman. He afterwards left the firm and removed to 141, 
Fenchurch-street, but a few years later he settled at Ware- 
ham, with a branch office at Bournemouth. Mr. Lacey had 
been for about ten years clerk to the county magistrates at 
Wareham. He was secretary to the River Frome Salmon 
Fishery Association, and clerk (jointly with his son and 
partner, Mr. Charles James Lacey, who was admitted in 
1874) to the Wareham Highway Board. He was for several 
= a lieutenant in the 2nd Dorsetshire Rifle Volunteers. 

e took a warm interest in all agricultural matters, and 
was honorary secretary to the Bh and Isle of Purbeck 
Agricultural Labourers’ Friends’ Society. Mr, Lacey had 
acted for many years as vice-chairman of the guardians of 
the Wareham Union, and at their meeting on Tuesday, the 
20th inst., the Board (on the motion of the Earl of Eldon) 
agreed to pass a vote of sympathy with his widow and 
family. At the Wareham petty sessions, on the 13th inst., 
the chairman (Captain Fyler) alluded to the sorrow felt by 
the bench at the loss of their clerk. Mr. Lacey was buried 
on the 14th inst., at St. Peter’s Churchyard, Bournemouth. 


MR. JOHN HAWKINS. 


Mr. John Hawkins, the senior member of the legal pro- 
fession in Hertfordshire, and one of the oldest solicitors on 
the roll, died at Hitchin on the 22nd inst. in his eighty- 
sixth year. Mr. Hawkins was the son of Major Henry 
Hawkins, H.E.I.C.S. He was admitted a solicitor in 1813, 
and had ever since practised at Hitchin. He was at first 
in partnership with the late Mr. Francis Pett, and after- 
wards with his younger brother, Mr. William Hawkins, who 
died onl two years ago, and more recently he was 
associated with his eldest son, Mr. John Gurney Hawkins 
(who is cler@ to the county magistrates at Hitchin), and 
with Mr. Edward Bartley Lindsell. Mr. Hawkins was a 
perpetual commissioner for Hertfordshire and Bedfordshire, 





and had a very good private practice. He was 
respected in the district on account of his Mera! ey 
charitable disposition, and his public spirit. He was the 
founder and one of the most liberal supporters of the 
Hitchin Friendly Institute. His younger son is Sir Hen 
Hawkins, whom he has seen rise from the position of 2 
junior at the Hertfordshire Sessions to that of a judge of the 
High Court. 





Appointnrents, Ete. 


Messrs. Henry Ciark and CuAntes Atkins Coxtins, 
solicitors, joint clerks to the magistrates of Trowbridge and 
Whorwellsdown, have been appointed Joint Clerks to the 
Trowbridge Local Board of Health. 


Mr. SterHen Newcome Fox, barrister, has been gp- 
pointed Acting Administrator-General at Bombay. Mr, 
Fox was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Hilary 
Term, 1875. 


Mr. Georce Freperick Foxwett, solicitor (of the 
firm of Richardsons & Foxwell), of Much Hadham, has 
been appointed Deputy Coroner for the District of Bishops 
Storford, Hertfordshive . Mr. Foxwell was admitted a 
solicitor in 1863. 


Sir Henry Tuourstan Hortanp, Bart., M.P., C.M.G. 
has been created a Knight Commander of the Order of St. 
Michael and St. George. Sir H. T. Holland is the son of 
the late Sir Henry Holland, M.D., who was created a 
baronet in 1853. He was born in 1825, and succeeded to 
the baronetcy in 1873. He was educated at Harrow, and 
at Trinity College, Cambridge, and was called to the bar 
at the Middle Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1849. He 
practised on the Northern Circuit, and in 1866 he was 
appointed counsel to the Colonial Office. He was an assist- 
ant Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies from 1870 
till 1874, when he was elected M.P. for Midhurst in the 
Conservative interest. He was created a C.M.G. in 1875. 


Mr. Cuartes Carne Lewis, jun., solicitor, of Brentwood 
and Billericay, has been appointed Honorary Secretary to 
the Brentwood District Association’ for the Detection of 
Felons. Mr. Lewis is the eldest son of Mr. Charles Carne 
Lewis, coroner for West Essex, and is deputy coroner, and 
clerk to the Billericay Board of Guardians and Highway 
Board. He was admitted a solicitor in 1854, and is in 
partnership with his father. 


Mr. Joszru Marmtn, solicitor, of Pershore, has been 
elected (without opposition) to be Coroner for the Southern 
Division of Worcestershire, in the place of Dr. Henry B. 
Marsh, deceased. Mr. Martin acted for several years as 
deputy-coroner for the division. He is also clerk to the 
county magistrates at Pershore. 


Mr. Epwarp Mavte, town clerk of Huntingdon, has 
been appointed Clerk to the School Attendance Committee 
of the Huntingdon Town Council. Mr. Maule was ad- 
mitted a solicitor in 1847, and is-clerk of the peace for the 
county, clerk to the lieutenancy, clerk to the county and 
borongh justices, commissioners of taxes, &. 


Mr, Henry LusHincton PuxI.iips, barrister, has been 
created a Companion of the Order of St. Michael and St. 
George. Mr. Phillips was called to the bar at the Middle 
Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1850, and has been a puisne 
judge of the Supreme Court of the colony of Natal since 
1861. He was recently acting Chief Justice of Barbadoes. 


Mr. Tuomas PontinG, Solicitor (of the firm of Chapman 
& Ponting), of Warminster, has been appointed Clerk to 
the Warminster Highway Board, in succession to Mr. John 
Festing Goodman, resigned. Mr. Ponting was admitted 
a solicitor in 1863, and is also registrar of the War- 
minster County Court and clerk to the local board. 


Mr. Henry Styteman BorrapDAite Preepy, solicitor, of 
Kettering, has been elected Superintendent-Registrar for 
the Kettering District, ia succession to William John 
Frederick Marshall, deceased. Mr. Preedy was ad- 
mitted a solicitor in 1870, and is clerk to the Ketterix 
Board of Guardians, and also to the Kettering B 
Board. 


“Mr. Gzonrce Suez, barrister, has been appointed Regis- 
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trar of the Canterbury District Probate Registry of the 
High Court, in succession to Mr. Thomas Godfrey Faussett, 
deceased. Mr. Shee is a son of the late Mr. Justice Shee, 
and is an LL.B. of Trinity Hall, Cambridge. He was 
called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Trinity Term, 
1867, and has practised on the South-Eastern Circuit and 
Surrey Sessions. 

Mr. Jonn Oppin Howarp Tartor, solicitor, of Norwich, 
has been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths 
in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 

Mr. Witu1am Coartes WINDEyER, barrister, has been 
appointed Attorney-General of the Colony of New South 
Wales in the new Administration. Mr. Windeyer was 
called to the bar at Sydney in 1857, and is a member of 
the Legislative Assembly of the colony. 





Hacieties. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


This society met at the Law Institution on Monday even- 
ing, the 26th inst., for the discussion of the following legal 
question :-—“‘ Is an ement made by a feme sole to sell her 
separate estate binding upon her after marriage?” Mr. 

ard opened the discussion, and in the end the affirmative 
of the motion was carried. The ordinary weekly meeting 
was held at Clement’s-inn Hall, Strand, on Wednesday 
evening, the 28th inst., when the following motion formed 
the subject for discussion :—‘‘That it is the duty of the 
State to encourage emigration.” Upwards of £50 has, up 
to the present time, been subscribed towards the circulating 
law library, in addition to which many valuable law books 
have been presented. 





PLYMOUTH, STONEHOUSE, AND DEVONPORT 
LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held at the Atheneum, 
Plymouth, on the 23rd inst., W. Adams, Esq., in the chair. 
Mr. C. C. Gill was proposed for election as an ordinary 
member by Mr. C. Matthews, seconded by Mr. Helpman, 
and, on a show of hands being taken, he was declared to be 
unanimously elected. This election makes a total of eleven 
ordinary members who have joined the society during the 
present session. The chairman then announced that the 
subject for discussion at the next meeting of the society 
would be as follows :—“ That the present right of action 
for breach of promise of marriage ought to be abolished.’’ 
In the absence of Mr. E. F. Fox, Mr. Walkem brought for- 
ward the subject for discussion for the evening :—“ That 
the landed estates of a person who dies intestate ought to 
be divided amongst his next of kin, and not, as at present, 
given to his eldest son or heir,” Mr. Harrison and Mr. 
Stephens opposing. Messrs. Guy, Helpman, Symons, and 
Counter also spoke on the subject. After the summing up 
of the chairman the question was put to the vote and de- 
cided in the negative by a majority of two votes. 





LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 


A report, of which the following are the main features, was 
resented to the extraordinary general meeting required by 
the deed of settlement to be called at the end of every 
five years, ‘‘for the purpose of declaring the amount of 
profit to be set apart out of the assurance fund ” :— 

The directors have seg satisfaction in being able to re- 
port to the meeting that the period of five years expiring 
with the 31st of December, 1876, is found upon a most careful 
investigation te yield a very large disposable profit. 

This result has been arrived at whilst yet maintaining, in 
their utmost force, those safeguards which have rendered 
the society second to none in the security offered to the 


1. The tables of mortality employed are those of the 
“ Institute of Actuaries’ Experience,” 

2. The permanent rate of interest obtainable in the future 
has been assumed to be three per cent. only. 





8. The value of the ‘“‘net” premium alone (i.e. the 
premium required exactly to meet the anticipated risk, om 
the assumption that there were no expenses and no profits) 
has been brought into account against the corresponding 
liability under a policy. The Mpa ” premium receivable 
by the office yields a large annual revenue beyond the net 
premium, but the whole of this excess to be received in the 
future has been rigidly reserved as a provision for future 
expenses, profits, and contingencies. 

4, The assets of the society have been estimated at their 
market values on the 31st of December, 1876, after allowing 
rebate for accrued interest. They are fully detailed in the 
annexed balance-sheet of the society as at that date. 

First.—The basis of calculation thus differs from that 
employed at the investigation of December, 1871, only in 
the substitution of the “ Institute of Actuaries’ Experience ” 
tables, since published, for the ‘‘ Seventeen Offices’ Experi- 
ence” table, then employed. The new experience is 
founded upon an inquiry into the mortality amongst no less 
than 160,000 assured lives; and its authority, as the most 
accurate attainable standard of the mortality amongst such 
lives, is indisputable. The compilation of this experience 
afforded opportunity, for the first time, of determining the 
greater or less influence exercised upon the mortality by 
medical and other selection of thelives. It was found that, 
for a well-defined period of five years after entry, the 
mortality amongst lives so selected was almost entirely sus- 
pended; necessarily to make itself felt with increased 
intensity at a later stage. Thera is an obvious danger of 
treating as substantive profit the temporary gain thus 
apparent upon policies of less than five years’ standing. 
This danger the table known as Hm (5) of the institute 
publication is calculated to counteract. It affords the 
means of estimating the due proportion of such apparent 
temporary surplus to be placed in special reserve against 
the inevitable demands of a later period ; its use thus re- 
quiring a larger total reserve than the more general table 
Hm. And, with the important result of adding not less 
than £22,000 to the Hm Reserve, table Hm (5) is the one 
adopted, wherever admitting of application, in the present 
investigation of this society. 

For all other requirements the appropriate reserve hag 
also been made. 

Secondly.—A life assurance valuation essentially con- 
sists in discounting the ultimate policy liabilities into their 
present cash value. The higher the rate of interest 
assumed in the calculations, the less is the reserve kept in 
hand as such value ; therefore the greater is the amount 
set free for distribution out of the funds, as apparent 
surplus. But such a distribution exhausts by anticipation 
the whole future profit derivable from the investment of 
the funds at the assumed higher rate. Thenceforward, 
realization of this rate will only insure the bare adequacy 
of the reserves; failure to realize it will leave them 
deficient. This society has uniformly assumed the 
minimum rate of three per cent. in its calculations, and 
thus retains, in the higher rate realized from time to time, 
an unfailing and productive source of profit in its periodical 
divisions. The average rate maintained throughout the 
past quinquennium upon the total assets was £4 7s. 9d. 
per cent. free of income-tax. 

Thirdly.—The present value of the excess in the office 
premiums receivable in the future, above the “net” 
premiums required by the Institute Mortality combined 
with three per cent. interest, is shown by the summary and 
valuation of the policies to amount to £352,000, ‘being 
twenty-seven per cent. of the present value, £1,305,137, o 
such net premiums. This amount of £352,000 constitutes an 
absolutely unincumbered fund for future bonus, expenses, and 
contingencies. 

Framed upon these careful principles, the valuation of the 
total assurance transactions of the society and the corre- 
sponding valuation balance-sheet are as follows :— 

Summary and valuation of the policies as at the 31st of 
December, 1876. [Elaborate tables are given showing as 
the total results a valuation of (1) sums assured and bonuses, 
£2,762,025; (2) office yearly premiums, £1,657,785; (3) 
net yearly premiums, £1,305,160; and (4) net liability, 
£1,487,286.] 

The valuation balance-sheet shows a disposable surplus of 
£219,000. 

This surplus the directors recommend for adoption as tha 
profit to be set apart, in terms of the society’s deed of settle- 

























420 


—_—— eee 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 








March 31, 1877, 


ee 





ment, in respect of the five years ending with the 81st of 
December, 1876. The amount will, under the.provisions of 
the deed, be divisible between the proprietors and the 
assured in the following proportions :—To the proprietors 
one tenth part, being £21,900; to the assured. nine tenth 
parts, being £197,100. 

The proprietors’ share is applicable, in support of the in- 
terest to be earned upon the proprietors’ fund, towards an 
increase of the dividend during the current five years. The 
directors accordingly propose to declare a dividend of 12s. 
per share, payable.on the 1stof July anaually until the next 
declaration of profits. ‘The shares remain‘as-before, with £8 
paid up on each. 

The share allotted to the assured is so large as to allow a 
repetition of the very gratifying bonus declared at the. last 
previous division, even though to be now spread ‘over ‘a 
still larger surface. The directors accordingly propose to 
declare a reversionary bonus addition at the rate of £1 10s. 
per annum to each £100 assured by a policy.of not lessthan 
five years’ duration (being £75 to each £1,000rfor the quin- 
quennium), together with a proportionate addition upon all 
previous bonus remaining attached to the policy. The 
number cf policies participating in the+present bonus divi- 
sion is 2,759, assuring as original principal sums, £3,637,836 
a8 existing bonus additions, £462,091. As these previous 
bonus additions amount to more than one-eighth of the 
principal sums, the effect of allowing them to rank with 
such principal sums in the division is.to increase by more 
than one-eighth the rate of bonus, reckoned upon the 
original sums in the policies only. Thus reckoned, the 
reversionary bonus now declared amounts on an average to 
the unusually high addition of £84 7s. 6d. for the five years, 
or £16 17s. 6d. per annum, on each £1,000. 

In addition to the vested bonus, a prospective 
annual bonus at the same rate, and equally pro- 
vided out of the profits now realized, will be assigned 
to all bonus policies becoming claims by death 
(after not less than five years’ duration) before the next 
division of profits takes effect. This regulation secures to 
every policy entitled to participate in the profits a full bonus 
for each complete year it may have been in foree when the 

life assured fails. 

For all bonus policies which may not yet have completed 
the five years from the date of issue, qualifying for partici- 
pation in the profits, a proportionate addition has been 
reserved, which will attach at the date of such completion. 

_ The total amount of reversionary additions made to poli- 
cies as the result of the present division is £273,018. 

_The various returns and schedules required by the 
Life Assurance Companies Act, 1870, to be lodged with the 
Board of Trade in connection with the present investigation, 
will be promptly sent in. 

This investigation appears to the directors to afford the 
fitting opportunity for drawing attention to a report made to 
the president by the assistant-secretaries of the Board of Trade, 
in July, 1874, on the first series of valuation schedules 
received by the Department from the various offices. As the 
result of an elaborate digest of the returns, the report insists 
in emphatic language on the necessity (1) of employing the 
tables of mortality most nearly corresponding with the pos- 
itive experience to be anticipated, particularizing those of 
“the seventeen offices” and “the institute of actuaries”’; 
(2) of avoiding all sanguine or inflated estimates of the rate 
of interest to be hereafter earned; (3) of preserving intact, to 
answer future demands, that “loading” upon the net 
premiums which forms an essential guarantee to the offices 
against the unforeseen contingencies of the future. The 
returns made by the Legal and General in connection with the 
valuation of 1871 show how completely the practice of the 
office had anticipated, on every point, the urgent recommen- 
dations of the Board of Trade report. And it is with much 
satisfaction that, on behalf of the society, the directors now 
offer renewed evidence of equal stability and prosperity. 

27th March, 1877. G. B. Grecory, Chairman. 





INCORPORATED SOCIETY OF THE ATTOR- 
NEYS AND SOLICITORS OF IRELAND. 
Rerort uron THE Covert or JuDICATURE (IRELAND) 
3ILL, 1877. 

The former council heving fully reported upon the Bills 
of 1874 and 1876, the main features of which are the same 
as that now under consideration, and which the council 








ia. 

consider entitled to their support, the council do not think 
it necessary in the followmg report to do more than point 
out in what material respects the present Bill differs. from 
that of last year, and to suggest such alterations and add 
tions as.appear to them to be necessary or desirable, And 
inasmuch as.some of the: objections urged by the fornser 
council to the previous Bills have been removed, and gome of 
their suggestions adopted in the present Bill, the. council 
have ‘reason to hope that the suggestions they have now to 
make will not be without their effect. 

1. The Act is intended to come into operation on the Igt 
of January, 1878. 

2. As mentioned in the report of the council of last 
the question of the reduction of the judges of the Landed 
Estates Court, so strongly opposed by the-couneil, has been 
set at rest for the present by the appointment of a second 
judge; but the 6th section of the present Bill provides that, 


“when one of the existing judges shall die, resign, or vacate 


his office, no new appointment shall be made until a commis- 
sion, to be thereupon issued, shall have reported whether the 
business makes it requisite that such new appointment shall 
be made. 

3. The Bill of last year provided for the transfer of one 
of the judges of the Court of Bankruptcy to the Exchequer 
Divisioa—a course to which the then council were much 
opposed. This proposal has been abandoned in the present 
Bill, section.8 of which provides for the maintenance of ‘the 
Court of Bankruptcy in its present form in like manner: as 
enacted ias to the London Court of Bankruptcy by the 9th 
section of the English Judicature Act, 1875. 

4, The 33rd section of the present Bill, which is the 
corresponding section with the 29th section of the Bill of 
last year, provides, in addition, that, subject to the rules or 
orders of court, every issue and question of fact shall be 
tried in the county or place where the cause of ction shall 
have risen ; and further, that when an application shall’ be 
made for leave to serve a document by. which a cause may 
be commenced upon a defendant resident out of the juris- 
diction of the Supreme Court, the judge or court shall have 
regard to the amount or value of the claim or property 
affected, and to the comparative cost and convenience 
of proceeding in Ireland or in the place of defendant’s 
residence, 

This latter provision has, no doubt, been introduced in 
order to assimilate the procedure under the present Bill to 
that under ord, 11 of the English Judicature Act, 
modified as it was last year in consequence of the objections 
urged against it by the then council, and in anticipation, no 
doubt, of a similar order to the 11th being made under the 
provisions of this Bill. 

The council, however, are still most strongly opposed to 
ord. 11, even as so modified, and they are of opinion that 
every effort should be made to have Ireland and Scotland 
excepted from the provisious of that order. 

5. The sections of the Bill of last year providing, for the 
transfer of the judge of the Court of Probate to the Court 
of Common Pleas have been omitted from the present. Bill, 
and, instead, an additional divisional court has been added, 
to be called the Probate and Matrimonial Division. 

This alteration meets with the approval of. the council. 
By the 9th section, however, of the Bill, it is provided. that 
when the present judge of the High Court of Admiralty 
shall die, resign, or otherwise vacate his office, the jurisdic- 
tion theretofore vested in him shall be exercised by the judge 
of the Probate and Matrimonial Division; but, bearing in 
mind the special nature of the business of that court and the 
peculiar knowledge required. for the efficient discharge of 
the duties of an admiralty judge, the council see considerable 
objections to the transfer of the daties of the judge of that 
court to the judge of the Court of Probate. And the opinion 
of the council on this subject has been considerably strength- 
ened by the observations of the learned judge of the Court of 
Probate which have recently appeared in the public news- 

wipers. " 
r If, however, the transfer be effected as proposed by the Bill, 
it would seem to the council that provision should be made 
that the name of the fifth divisional court shall thencefor- 
ward be the Probate, Matrimonial, and Admiralty Division. 

6. The council are glad to observe that the remonstrances 
of the former council against the provision of the 55th section 
of the Bill of last year, for the trial of eases before referees 
without the consent of the parties, have proved successful, in- 
asmuch as the corresponding section (58) in the present. Bill 
renders such consent necessary. 
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4, The council observe that sections 58 to 63 inclusive of 
the Bill of last year have been omitted in the present Bill. 
Thote sections provided for the establishment of district 

ies throughout Ireland, where writs of summons 
have been issued and all proceedings taken down to 
- fiial judgment. The council were aware that many of the 
fession were of opinion that while the establishment of 
guch district registries would have been in some respects 
an advantage to provincial practitioners, it would have been 
even to them in many respects most disadvantageous, while 
it would have been most injorious to the interests of the great 
majority of the profession and to the suitors. And further, 
thatit would have been a very serious step towards the 
breaking up of the bar and ultimately of the judicial estab- 
lishment of Ireland. 

Under these circumstances, and having been called upon by 
the Northern Law Society to assist them in having the clauses 
referred to introduced into the Bill, the council called a 
general meeting of the profession for the purpose of sub- 
mitting the matter for itsconsideration, not wishiag themselves 
as a council even to express an opinion upon a matter in 
which there might seem to be a clashing of interests as be- 
tween the provincial and the town practitioners. This meet- 
ing was held and most influentially attended, not only “by 
town members of the profession but also by provincial mem- 
bers, and a resolution was unanimously passed, objecting to 
the clauses as unnecessary and inexpedient, and calling upon 
the council to resist their introduction. into the Bill. 

The council having thus obtained the opinion of the pro- 
fession at large, feel bound to resist, as far as they can, the 
introduction of the clauses. 

8 By the 64th section the Winter Assizes Act, 1876 
~ section 5), is proposed to be extended to Ireland. 

d while the council see no objection to such a proposal, they 
are of opinion that the manner in which this is effected by 
the 64th section is objectionable and inconvenient, and the 
6th section of the Winter Assizes Act would seem to re- 
quire alteration in some respects to make it suitable to 
Ireland. 

The council, however, conceive that it would be much 
more advisable to introduce into the Bill such sections of the 
said Act as it is proposed shall apply to Ireland, modified in 
such particulars as circumstances may require. 

9. The 74th section of the present Bill provides for the 
appointment of future officers of the Supreme Court, and 
vests all the patronage in the presidents and other judges of 
the High Court. The council are strongly of opinien that it 
would be for the interests of the public and profession that 
this patronage should be vested in the Crown and not be con- 
ferred upon the judges. 

10. The 75th section provides thaj every person who 
at the commencement of the Act should be authorized 
to administer oaths in any of the courts thereby trans- 
ferred to the High Court of Justice should be a commis- 
sioner to administer oaths in all causes and matters which 
may be depending in the said High Court or in the Court of 
Appeal. ‘The council, however, do not think this section 
sufficiently comprehensive, and are of opinion that the 
powers given by the 81st section of the 30 & 81 Vict, c. 44, 
should be incorporated, mutatis mutandis, in the present Bill 
—serious difficulties having already occurred in the reception 
of‘affidavits in law and probate cases, and in the Registry of 
Deeds Office, owing to the present defective state of the law 
in this respect. 

I. The 78th section, like the 83rd section of the Bill of 
last-year, preserves to the present chief judges of the three 
law courts the right of appointing to the office of clerk of 
Nisi Privs in Dublin, but it deprives the successors of the 
said judges of this patronage. The same appointments are 
thenceforward to be made under the provisions of the Act, 
and the council consider that the Bill should be amended 
by providing that solicitors alone shall be qualified to fill 
this office, 

12, The council consider that a provisien should be intro- 
duced into the’'present Bill, or into the rules to be made 
under the Act, to enable a defendant in any sort of action to 
lodge money in court in discharge of the plaintiffs claim. 

are many cases at present in which money cannot be 
, and if power were given to do so, the council believe 
that many oppressive and vexatious actions would be stayed. 

_ 18. The council have now referred to the principal altera- 
tions in the present Bill as compared with that of last year. 
There are some minor changes which the council have not 


thought it necessary to enumerate, as they are matters of 





detail and consequent upon the alterations which have been 
pointed out; but, in conclusion, the council have to express 
their regret that the present Bill, like that of last year, but 
unlike that of 1874, and also unlike the English Judicature 
Act, 1875, does not contain any schedule of rules for regula- 
ting the sittings ofthe High Court—the pleadings, practice, 
and procedure—the duties of officers, and the costs of proceed- 
ings, including costs to be allowed to the solicitors. 

The council desire to express their entire concurrence in 
the opinion so strongly urged by their predecessors last year, 
that it would be most objectionable, and calculated to be most 
injurious, not only to the profession, but also to the suitors, 
oo Bill should be allowed to pass without such schedule 
of rules, 

The council are therefore of opinion that no exertion should 
be spared to have a schedule of rules annexed to the Bill 
similar to that contained in the English Judicature Act, 1875, 
with such modifications as shall be found necessary or advis- 
able. —Jrish Law Times. 








Zegqal Pews. 


At the first meeting of the town council for the newly- 
incorporated borough of Conway, on Saturday, Mr. William 
Hughes, solicitor, was elected mayor. 


It is stated that in the year 1875 and the first half of 
the year 1876 there were 12,043 prisoners detained in the 
gaols of England and Wales for more than two weeks 
awaiting their trials. 2,941 of these prisoners were thus 
detained for more than two months, 826 for more than 
three months, 282 for more than four months, 145 for more 
than five months, 86 for more than six months. 


An American journal states that a grave difficulty had 
occurred. in Arkansas, A man was sentenced to be hanged ; 
but the neighbouring carpenters refused to build the 
gallows, and the sheriff did not know how to do it. 
The prisoner was a carpenter himself, and the sheriff 
tried several times to induce him to build it, but he 
declined, on the ground that he would be hanged if he 
did. 

On Tuesday, in the House of Commons, Mr. Watkin 
Williams gave notice that on the 9th of April he would ask 
the Attorney-General whether it was the fact that in the High 
Court of Justice fewer courts had sat for the trial of actions 
in London during the last twelve months than in any 
single year for many years before the coming into opera- 
tion of the Judicature Acts, and whether there was not in 
consequence an unprecedented accumulation of arrears of 
actions waiting for trial in London; and whether the 
Government would endeavour to find a remedy for such a 

grievance, 

Mr. Edward Preston, of 1, Great College-street, West- 
minster, London, S.W., writes—‘‘ You may like to note the 
following most recent case of a very large sum of money 
reverting. to the Crown by reason of a lady dying intestate 
without any known relatives :—Mrs. Helen Blake, of Earl’s- 
terrace, Kensington, died in September last intestate, a 
widow, and without any known next of kin, leaving per- 
sonalty to the value of £140,000, or thereabouts. The 
Treasury Solicitor took possession on behalf of the Crown, 
and issued advertisements for the next of kin, but none 
seem to have as yet appeared, as letters of administration 
were granted to the Crown Solicitor on the 14th inst. 
Of course it is just possible that next of kin may come in, 
as they did under an advertisement issued by the Crown in 
Mrs. Mangin Brown’s case.” 

It was announced in the law notices, says the Times 
reporter, that there would be a sitting at Visi Prius of the 
Queen’s Bench Division on Saturday. Six cases were put 
into the list for trial. At half-past ten counsel, solicitors, 
witnesses, and jurymer were in attendance, but at eleven 
it was announced that the court would not sit that day ; that 
Mr. Justice Field would sit in the divisional court, and 
not at Nisi Prius, At a quarter-past eleven it was 
announced that there would be no sitting at Visi Prius on 
Monday. A juryman then asked whether there would be 
any sitting on Tuesday, to which the associate replied that 
he could not say, but that he (the juryman) had better 
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look at the notices in the daily papers on that day. This 
remark caused derisive laughter in court, probably from 
those who, from their fruitless errand there, kad learnt 
how much faith is to be placed in the official announce- 
ments of the court. 

On Friday week the Attorney - General received 
@ deputation on the subject of the Patents for 
Inventions Bill now before Parliament, who urged 
that there should be additional Commissioners of 
Patents, and that they should be paid; that no adverse 
report of an examiner ought to preclude an applicant from 
obtaining a patent at his own risk and cost; that the 
opinions of the Patent Office authorities on specifications 
ought not to be made public ; that compulsory licences to 
work patents are not desirable; that the prolongation of a 
patent to twenty-one years, as pro in the Bill, should 
be extended to existing patents; that the Patent Office 
should be provided for, and a patent museum and library 
maintained, out of patent fees, that the patent fees be 
materially reduced, particularly in the initiatory pro- 
ceedings ; that any reduction of stamp duties should be 
made applicable to all existing patents ; that the three last 
lines of section 23 of the Bill should be omitted—viz., 
“ The provisions of this section relating to a foreign patent 
shall extend and apply to a colonial patent—that is, a 
petent granted in any part of her Majesty's dominions out 
of the United Kingdom’”’; and that sub-section 4 of sec- 
tion 23 of the Bill should be omitted—viz., ‘‘The patent 
shall cease on the cesser of the foreign patent or of such 
one of the foreign patents, if more that one, as firat ceases.” 
The Attorney-General entered into a discussion of the 
various points, and said he was of opinion that they were 
well worthy of consideration. He strongly recommended 
the members of Parliament who had considered the points 
to press them on the second reading of the Bill. The 
— thanked the right hon. gentleman, and with- 

Ww. 


Years ago, says the Western Jurist, Charles M. Lee was 
a great lawyer in Rochester, N.Y. On one ocCasion he 
was defending an old veteran for passing a forged promis- 
sory note for thirty dollars, There was scarcely a doubt 
of the man’s guilt, but Lee, getting over the knotty points 
of the evidence as well as he could, undertook to carry 
the jury by escalade on the ground of the prisoner’s Re- 
volutionary services. He described in graphic terms the 
bloody attack on Stony Point, by Mad Anthony, at which 
the prisoner, then a youth of nineteen, had distinguished 
himself, and closed his speech as follows :—‘‘ Gentlemen 
of the jury, will you send to the State prison for passing a 
contemptible thirty-dollar forged note, an old hero of 
three score and ten, who, in his youth, cheered the heart 
of his country in the darkest hour of the Revolution by 
storming Stony Point?” This was a poser for the jury, 
who, retiring, returned after an absence of about two 
hours, when the clerk went through the usual formula, 
“Gentlemen of the jury, have you agreed upon a ver- 
dict ?”—“ We have.” “Do you find the prisoner at the 
bar guilty, or not guilty?”—‘“* Not guilty, because he 
stormed Stony Point,” thundered the foreman. The 
audience applauded, the crier rapped for erder, the dis- 
trict attorney objected to the recording of the verdict, and 
the judge sent the jury out again, telling the foreman, in 
a sharp tone, that they must find an unconditional verdict. 
After an absence of afew minutes, they returned, when 
the foreman rendered the simple verdict of not guilty, 
adding, however, as he dropped into hig seat, ‘‘It was a 
good thing, though, for the old Revolutionary cuss that he 
stormed Stony Point.” 


The Civil Service Commissioners have issued the following 
special regulations (supplementary to the general regula- 
tions issned the 8th of April, 1872, amended by sub- 
sequent notices in the London Gazette) respecting open 
competitive examinations for the situation of supplementary 
clerk in the Office of Woods :—1. The limits of age for 
this situation are. nineteen and twenty-three, and candi- 
dates mast be of the prescribed age on the first day of the 
examination. 2. Candidates will be required toshow what 
preliminary training or technical education they have 
undergone to qualify themselves for a situation of this 
nature. No candidate will be eligible who has not for 
two years been serving as a clerk (not articled) in a soli- 





—s = 


citor’s office. 3. The examination will be in the followi 
subjects, viz.:—(1) Handwriting; (2) Orthography ; 
Arithmetic (to vulgar and decimal fractions) ; (4) Engli 
composition ; (5) Précis; (6) An elementary know 
of the law of real property, especially the law of | 
and tenant, 4. Candidates failing in any of the above. 
named subjects will not be eligible. 5. A fee of £1 will 
be required from each candidate attending the examination. 
—Notice has also been given that an open competition for 
one situation of supplementary clerk in the Office of Woods 
will be held in London, under the above regulations, on 
Tuesday, the lst of May, 1877, and following days. No 
person will be admitted to compete from whom the seore- 
, Civil Service Commission, has not received, onor before 
the 20th of April, an application on the prescribed form, 
The order for admission to the examination will be posted 
-on the 26th of April to the address given on the form of 
application. It will contain instructions as to the manner ia 
which the fee is to be paid. Note.—Supplementary clerks 
in the Office of Woods receive a salary commencing at £100, 
and rising by annual increments of £10 to £200. The in- 
crease, however, will depend upon the satisfactory dis- 
charge of the duties, 


** A Solicitor,” dating from Old Jewry, writes to the 
Times :—*‘ On the 2nd inst. I was instructed by a client to 
go to Berlin for the purpose of taking proceedings on his 
behalf against a high German official, for obtaining a large 
sum of money from him under false pretences. On my 
arrival in Berlin, I wrote to the official in question, 
stating my business and asking for an interview. He re- 
fused to see me, and referred me to the law if I thought 
my client had any claim against him. IT thereupon wrote 
him the following letter :—‘ Berlin, March 9, 1877.—To 
——,—I have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of 
your favour of yesterday’s date, in which you decline 
seeing me in reference to Mr. ——’s business, and telling 
me that if I had any claim on his behalf either against 
you or the bank you advise me to appeal to the law. I 
regret to inform you that my instructions are to proceed 
criminally against you for obtaining the 25,000 thalers 
from my client under false pretences, and my object in 
asking you for an appointment to see me was to, if possible, 
spare a gentleman of your high position and standing the 
pain of having to defend a criminal action, I now place 
the matter in the hands of a lawyer here to take such pro- 
ceedings as the law allows, and can only regret that you 
have forced this line of action on me; but, as a solicitor 
of the Supreme Court of Judicature in England, I am 
bound to carry out the instructions of my client.—I have 
the honour to be, &o.’ I at once consulted an eminent 
lawyer in Berlin, and was proceeding with the case when 
I received a hint that the police had instructions to arrest 
me. Now, although I was conscious myself of having 
committed no offence, yet you can easily understand I 
could not afford to run the risk of several mouths’ deten- 
tion in Berlin. I therefore left immediately, and have 
since ascertained that had I returned to my lodgings I 
should have been arrested. I ask the favour of the 
insertion of this letter, that the public may know 
what treatment they may expect if they are ever un- 
fortunate enough to have a claim which they may wish 
to prosecute against any person of position in Germany, 
no matter what may be the merits of the case.”— 
With reference to this, Messrs. Domeier & Co. write:— 
“The laws in Germany fortunately not only 
criminals such as ‘ A Solicitor’ describes, but besides penal 
servitude as punishment for the crime, order the repay- 
ment of the sum to the parties defrauded. Whoever has 
got any experience of German and English law will clearly 
see from the letter of ‘ A Solicitor’ that his letter to the 
criminal who had défranded his client, in which he asked 
him for a friendly appointment, does not show that he had 
a clear case, but rather that he wanted to intimidate the 
high German official. Had his case been clear, why did he 
shrink from exposing the criminal and get him punished 
(solicitors as a rule do not)? Unfortunately, the law in 
England leaves a man who has been defrauded only two 
lines of action—the first, to prosecute the criminal and 
have the satisfaction to see him punished for your own 
money, and lose the sum you have been defrauded of be- 
sides ; the second, to sue him for the amount, in which 
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case, if the criminal stops payment, you 
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neither punish- 
ment for the criminal nor repayment of your money, or if 
he can pay he evades the punishment he has deserved. In 
Germany it is different, and the public prosecutor prose- 
cntes the criminal, and the expense of the prosecution is 
paid by the Government. If the ‘Old Jewry Solicitor’ will 
kindly favour us with an appointment we shall soon induce 
him to withdraw charges against the administration of 
justice in Berlin, which deserve just as little belief as any 
— that similar things had happened in London 
in 1877.’ 





THE LORD CHIEF JUSTICE AT BRISTOL. 


Tue Lord Chief Justice was on the 26th inst. presented 
with addresses by the Mayor and Corporation of Bristol and 
by the Incorporated Law Society of that city. His lordship 
was formerly a member of the Western Circuit and 
recorder of Bristol, and, re-visiting that city after a lapse 
of upwards of twenty years, the occasion was deemed 
a fitting one to offer his lordship certain congratulations. 
At the conclusion of the business of the assize for the 
day, the maycr and corporation went in a body to thé 
Nisi Prius court, in which his lordship was sitting, and 
the mayor read an address congratulating his lord- 
ship upon his first official visit to Bristol as Lord 
Chief Justice of England, and rejoicing in the health 
and vigour of intellect with which Providence had 
blessed him. The Lord Chief Justice said the corpor- 
ation of that ancient city had been pleased to refer 
to his judicial career in terms of commendation which 
were to him of a most gratifying character. It only 
showed—and let all those who came after him know it— 
that, whatever might be the shortcomings of the in- 
dividual in the performance of judicial duties, an honest, 
faithful, and fearless discharge of those duties would ever 
meet with a generous and intelligent appreciation at the 
hands of an enlightened and intelligent public. 

Mr. Vassall, President of the Bristol Incorporated Law 
Society, then presented an address, expressing great ad- 
miration, not only for the manner in which his lordship 
had discharged the duties of Lord Chief Justice of Eng- 
land, but also for the high and manly tone by which 
his lordship’s forensic and judicial career had been ren- 
dered illustrious. It also referred to his lordship’s 
patriotic conduct on the occasion of the settlement of the 
Alabama claims. 

The Lord Chief Justice, in responding, said it had ever 
been his most anxious effort, both as a member of the bar 
and the bench, to uphold the honour, the dignity, and 
integrity of the profession. He always thought as a mem- 
ber of the bar that he might do his duty to the client 
without unduly sacrificing and compromising the principles 
of truth and justice, and that was the principle on which 
advocacy ought to be conducted. 

Mr. Cole, Q.C., M.P., the leader of the Western Circuit, 
also addressed his lordship in congratulatory terms, 
expressing the pleasure which the bar experienced at his 
revisiting his old cireuit, the scene of his former triumphs. 
And not only so, but they rejoiced to see him in the full 
and ripe possession of all those varied talents which they 
all so appreciated. 

The Lord Chief Justice said he could not trust himself 
to answer the very touching language just addressed to 
him. He came back to his old circuit thinking the time 
was come when, if he meant to visit it again, he ought 
to do so. He would not, willingly, have left the bench 
without coming down to the old Western Circuit once 
more. He felt that he had something of the sound of the 
trumpet still left in him, and that he was able to do his duty 
a8 well as ever he could do it in his life. But, be that as 


it might, whether he was destined to last very much longer 
or not, the addresses which had been made to him that 
day made him feel that he had not lived in vain. 

he court was densely crowded, and his lordship was 
warmly cheered. 





Caurts. 


THE RAILWAY COMMISSION.* 


Dec. 6, 7, 8, 11, 14, 1876 ; Jan. 6, 1877.— Toomer and others 
v. The London, Chatham, and Dover Railway Company 
and The South-Eastern Railway Company. 

Through passenger and goods traffic—Through trains—Througk 
booking—Through carriages— Wheskenade-od urisdiction— 
ee and Canal Traffic Act, 1854 (17 & 18 Vict. ¢. 31), 
8. 2. 


Upon a complaint that two railway companies had not estab- 
lished a proper through service, via a junction, for traffic requir- 
ing to pass over a portion of each company’s railway, and hed 
not availed themselves of the junction for the interchange of 
passenger and goods traffic, and had not afforded all due and 
reasonable facilities for the through transmission of all descrip- 
tions of traffic between the two companies, 

Held, (1) That the working of a train service to connect the 
two railways as a continuous line was, under the circumstances, 
an accommodation which it was obligatory on the railway com- 
panies to provide ; 

) That through beoking between the stations on the two 


| raitways was a convenience to which passengers were entitled by 


the Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1854 ; 

(3) That three trains daily of the one company should be 
made to correspond with trains of the other company, and that 
there should be altogether four through trains daily each way ; 

(4) That through carriages need not be provided, under the 
circumstances, as long as passengers could exchange from one 
train to another at the same station ; 

(5) That the place of delivery for goods, as between the com- 
panies, should be the same as for passengers, and that through 
goods of all kinds should be taken across: by the sending com~ 
par he rail, and in time to go on by the next goods train of the 
forwarding com - 

6) That the Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1854, forbids a 
way or canal company from charging a higher w 

rate on goods about to be conveyed by the railway of another 
company than on goods about to be conveyed on their own rail- 
way or canal. 

This was an application by the Mayor of the city of 
Rochester and others, under section 2 of the Railway and 
Canal Traffic Act, 1854 (17 & 18 Vict. c. 31), and under 
the Regulation of Railways Act, 1873 (36 & 37 Vic. c. 48), 
for an order enjoining the London, Chatham, and Dover 
Railway Company and the South-Eastern Railway Com- 


pany— 

(1) To establish an effective through communication 
between the railways which those two companies owned at 
two points, one a station of the Rochester and Strood 
branch of the London, Chatham, and Dover Railway, and 
the other the Strood Station of the South-Eastern Railway, 
by means of a connecting line which was already in 
existence; 

(2) To establish through trains, through booking, through 
invoicing, and through carriages and trucks between the 
respective systems of railway of the two companies; 

(3) To afford all due and reasonable facilities for the 
through transmission of all descriptions of traffic between 
the two companies at Strood without any change of carriage 
or truck whatever ; 

(4) To modify and arrange the existing time of arrival 
and departure of trains belonging to each of the two com- 
panies respectively so as to allow passengers travelling by 
trains belonging to one company to avail themselves of 
trains belonging to the other company without undue delay 
and other inconveniences. 

Thesiger, Q.C., W. Willis, and Jeune, appeared for the 
applicants. 

Bidder, Q.C., and Harrison, for the London, Chatham, and 
Dover Railway Company. 

Worsley, for the South-Eastern Railway agg y 

Bidder, Q.C., objected to the jurisdiction of the com- 
missioners, and urged that the application was practically 
under a special Act of 1858. Parliament had made the 
facilities and communications between the two lines the 
subject of special legislation, and the general Railway and 
Canal Traffic Act, 1854, was ousted for that . The 
commissioners had decided that they had no jurisdiction to 
enter into a question whether a railway company had com- 
plied with the obligations of its special Act or not: Nitshil 
and L hagow Coal Company vy. Caledonian Railway Com- 











* Reported by W. H. MacNamand, Esgq., barrister-at-law. 
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pany, 2 Nev. & Mac, 43, The special Act of 1858 declared 
that the nature and extent of the services to be performed 
and the accommodation to -be afforded should, in case of 
difference between the two companies, be referred to arbitra- 
tion. It had been decided that where arbitration had been 
sanctioned by Parliament, the jurisdiction of all other courts 
was ousted: Caledonian Railway Company v. Greenock and 
Wemyss Bay Railway Company, L. R. 28. & D. 347. And, 
moreover, the applicants had no docus standi, because they 
had no individual grievance. Section 18 of the Regulation 
of Railways Act; 1873,-declared that cases of general and 
public grievance should be preferred by a public body, and 
not even by them unless the Board of Trade: previously 
certified that’ it was a proper case to come before the Railway 
Commissioners. 

Sir F. Prmt.—We are of opinion that the applicants have 
sufficient connection, by residence, business, and otherwise, 
with the matter of which they complain to entitle them to 
make an application to us under the 6th section of the 
Regulation of Railways Act, 1873, and- the 2nd section of 
the Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1854. We are also of 
opinion that we have jurisdiction to hear and determine their 
complaint, At the present moment the matter before us 
is the difference between the applicants and the two railway 
companies. If, in consequence of any decision we may give, 
there shall arise a difference between the two companies, 
then it might be right that such a difference should be 
settled in the manner directed by the special Act of 1858. 

The other facts of the case sufficiently appear from the 
judgment. 

The Court (Sir F. Pern and Mr. Price) subsequently 
delivered the foliowing judgment :— 

This is a complaint against the two railway companies for 
not establishing a proper through service vid Strood Junction 
for traffic requiring to pass over a portion’ of each company’s 
railway, and for not availing themselves of the junction for 
the interchange of passenger traffic. The railways of the 
two companies form at Strood a continuous line of communi- 
cation, A short branch diverges out of tte Chatham and 
Dover Railway just north of the railway bridge over the 
Medway, and connects with the Strood Station on the North 
Kent line of the South-Eastern Railway. This branch, which 
is seventeen chains in length, makes it practicable for through 
traffic'to be interchanged by the companies without break of 
railway, and was for some time used and worked for that 
purpose. It was, in fact, originally part of the main line of 
the East Kent (now London, Chatham, and Dover) from 
Strood to Canterbury, and, in conjunction with the North 
Kent, formed the route by which East Kent London traffic 
was conveyed to and from London, until under an Act passed 
in 1858 a line was made commencing from the bridge over 
the Medway, and extending the East Kent northwards in the 
direction of London. By this extension the East Kent, or 
London, Chatham, and Dover, obtained access to London by 
aroute independent of the North Kent, and, its London 
traffic no longer passing by the South-Eastern, the portion of 
line connecting the railway bridge with the Strood Station 
ceased altogether to be used for ordinary passenger traffic. 
The applicents, however, say that they and others desir- 
ous of travelling by the London, Chatham, and Dover 
and the Scuth-Eastern Railway, as a continuous line, desir- 
ous, for example, of going from Gravesend or Maidstone 
on the North Kent to Strood, and on to Chatham or places 
down the Chatham and Dover line, or of going from any- 
where on the Chatham and Dover line south of the Med- 
way to Cannon-street or Charing-cross in preference to the 
metropolitan termini of the Chatham and Dover Company, 
ought to be conveyed by the connecting link from one 
railway to the other, and they complain of the inconvenience 
of having to walk or drive between the Strood’ Station of 
the South-Eastern Company and the Chatham Station or the 
Rochester-bridge Station of the Chatham and Dover Company, 
and of having also to re-book at those stations. They com- 
plain further of the unreasonable delay attending through 
journeys from the trains not being run to meet or suit each 
other, and their times therefore not corresponding, and with 
regard to through goods they find not less fault with the 
way of carrying on that kind of traffic. 

We will take first the question whether, having regard 
to the junction at Strood of the Chatham and Dover Rail- 
way with the South-Eastern Railway, and to the existence 
at that station of a continuous railway communication 
available for through traffic, through passenger traffic receives 
all due and reasonable facilities for its transit from one 
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railway to the other. There is no doubt that when Parlia. 
ment authorized the extension to London of the East Kent 
by a direct route, commencing from the Rochester-bri 

it intended that the former route formed by the conjunction 
of the North Kent with the East Kent should still be used, and 
that the East Kent, so far as it might serve for a continuation, 
should belong equally to either route from London to Strood. 
This appears by what is enaeted in the East Kent Railway 
(Western Extension) Act, 1858, the 17th section of which 
is in these words:—‘‘ In order to facilitate, as far as may be 
practicable, the transmission of traffic coming to or: 

the railways, or any of the railways, of the South-Eastern 
Company from or to any place on the lines of the East Kent 
Company, and to provide against any undue interruption or 
delay in the passage of such traffic to its destination, the East 
Kent Company shall and they are hereby required to afford at 
all times such reasonable and proper facilities and accommo- 
dation upon the lines of railway and at the several stations 
belonging to them, and to perform such services in the trans- 
mission of such traffic upon their railways, as shall effectually 
secure the objects last aforesaid; and the East Kent Company 
shall make such arrangements for the booking at their several 
stations of all descriptions of traffic which may be offered 
thereat for transmission over any of the lines belonging to 
such company, or any part thereof, to any part of the railways 
for the time being of the South-Eastern as shall be necessary 
for the convenience of such traffic and for the due and punctual 
transmission thereof; and such company shall account from 
time to time to the South-Eastern for such proportion of the 
sums received by such company at their station in respect of 
such traffic as the South-Eastern may be entitled to receive 
in respect of the passage of such traffic over the railways of 
the South-Eastern. And the East Kent Company shall also, 
if required by the South-Eastern, carry on such traffic as last 
aforesaid in carriages and trucks belonging to or to be supplied 
by the South-Eastern, so that no change of carriage shall be 
required in the transmission of any traffic to or from any part 
of the lines of the South-Eastern from or to any part of the 
lines of the East Kent.’ The section then goes on to pro- 
vide for all matters of detail being settled in case of difference 
by arbitration, and then ends as follows, “it being the true 
intent and meaning of this Act that the traffic passing from 
or intended to pass to any part of the railways for the time 
being of the South-Eastern Company to or from the lines or 
stations of the East Kent Company, or any of them, shall be 
accommodated by such last-mentioned company, and trans- 
mitted upon their railways with all such and the same facili- 
ties as they would or might afford to such traffic if intended 
to pass exclusively on the lines belonging to them.” This 
section, it will be observed, prescribes the mode in which 
the East Kent, now the London, Chatham, and Dover Come 
pany, shall perform its part in the transmission of through 
traffic, and we quote it, not for any. speeial facilities which it 
gives to the South-Eastern Company, and which we may 
mention, in passing, are identical with the facilities given by 
the East Kent Act, 1853, to the Chatham and Dover Com- 
pany over the lines of the. South-Eastern Company, but 
because it re-affirms the provisions. of the Traffic Act o 
1854 so far as they would apply to the Chatham and 
Dover Company, and plainly supposes that the link line, as 
a portion of the Chatham and Dover Railway, would be in 
regular and constant use for through traffic, Our juris- 
diction, however, is not in respect of that enactment, but of 
the Traffic Act of 1854, and the question for us is whether, 
in asking for the connecting link to be again used, and for 
conveyance over the railways of the two companies as a 
continuous line, the applicants ask for anything more than 
reasonable accommodation. Part of the answer of the 
Chatham and Dover Company is that the applicants repre- 
sent no public interests, and are merely acting for the South- 
Eastern Company to increase the traffie of their North Kent 
Railway by opening Chatham to it, as though it actually 
went as far, or the South-Eastern Company had running: 
powers into Chatham, and that the two companies having an 
agreement that the status quo between them shall be main« 
tained, the object sought for isinconsistent with such agreement, 
and that as well on that account as for the illusory character 
in which it is promoted the application ought to be refused. 
But the evidence does not seem to us to bear out these aver- 
ments, The applicants, whether or not indemnified against 
costs, have, in our opinion, the personal public grounds 


for coming before us which they profess to have, and as 
regards the alleged agreement against any fresh interference 
by either company with the other's district cannot, if it 
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exists, which the South-Eastern Company say it does not in 
thesenseclaimed for it, deprive the publie of any of their rights. 
The Chatham and Dover Company further contend that, 
taking probable numbers as a test of reasonableness, through 
passengers have already all the facilities which they can 
reasonably require. But if this traffic is not large (although 
the North Kent runs through a populous district and North 
Kent trains stop for passengers at many stations it is at least 
considerable enough to have been made the subject of special 
legislation, and:when we consider that the line proposed to 
be used is in existence and in good condition, and: that each 
company has been expressly required to do all that may be 
practicable to facilitate the transmission of this very traffic, 
and to prevent any delay in the passage of it to its destina~ 
tion, we entertain no doubt that the particular accommodation 
sought for; the working, that is, of a train service to connect 
the railways, is one which, under the circumstanées, it isan 
obligation upon the companies to provide. 

As regards the mode in which this should be carried out, 
and the part each company should take, we find on reference 
to the correspondence put in at the hearing that in May, 
1873, the South-Eastern Company proposed to the Chatham 
and Dover Company to run through carriages between 
Strood and Chatnam to and from their North Kent trains, 
the hauling to be done by the Chatham and Dover Company, 
or, if preferred, by the South-Eastern, and subsequently, in 
September, 1875, that all their trains running to Strood and 
leaving that station for London should run through to the 
Chatham Station, departing from that station on the up 
journey to London, but that nothing definite could be arrived 
at, the Chatham and Dover Company saying that to give the 
South-Eastern Company a place in the Chatham Station to 
land and embark their passengers, and a line for their engine 
to go round, would require a re-arrangement of the station 
which would cost £20,000, and that they could not entertain 
any plan for an interchange of traffic which did not contem- 
plate its taking place at the point of junction at Strood. It 
does not appear that, except by arrangement, the South- 
Eastern Company could run to Chatham or upon the line 
branching off from the Strood Station, and, as to the duties 
of railway companies enforceable under the Traffic Act of 
1854, they are confined to such as are according to their 
respective powers, But we observe a provision in the East 
Kent Railway Act, 1853, s. 29, which is as follows :— 

‘« That the (East Kent) Company may use and run over 
with their engines and carriages those portions of the existing 
lines:of railway belonging to the South-Eastern Company 
which are situate between the respective points of junction 
therewith of the line, by this Act authorized, and the stations 
of the said South-Eastern Company called the Canterbury 
and Strood Stations respectively, and may also use and run 
over as aforesaid so much. of the line of the said Sonth- 
Eastern Company west of the point of junction near Strood 
as may be necessary for the purpose of enabling such engines 
and carriages conveniently to pass to the said Strood Station, 
and:may also use the said last-mentioned stations, and the 
watering places, sidings, platforms, booking and other offices, 
buildings‘and other conveniences and accommodation be- 
longing to or connected therewith, on such terms and con- 
ditions‘and upon payment of such tolls or other charges as 
mnay from time to time be agreed upon between the Kast 
Kent:Company and the South-Eastern Company, or, in‘ case 
they shall not agree, as shall be fixed by arbitration.” This 
section gives.the Chatham and Dover Company power to use 
the Strood Station of the South-Eastern as fully as if it was 
their own, and as Strood Station has accommodation for 
exchange traffic, we propose’ to make that the place where the 
traffic shall be exchanged, and to require the Chatham and 
Dover Company to run a service of trains to and from that 
station, commencing from the 1st day of February next, 
and the South-Eastern Company on their part to aid and 
facilitate the working of it. At the same time we shall so 
frame our order‘on this point as not to prevent the com- 
panies, if they prefer it, and the public will be gainers by it, 
from. mui arranging to make the exchange at the 
Chatham Station instead. 

Another inconvenience to through traffic is that the 
companies donot issue through tickets, and that it is forced 
therefore to re-book. We think if passengers cannot be 
booked between stations of the Chatham and Dover line and 
Stations of the North Kent line they are deprived of a con- 
_ Yenience to which the Traffic Act of 1854 entitles them, and 

it strengthens their claim that each company has received 
explicit directions, the South-Eastern by the special Act of 
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1853, and the Chatham and Dover by the special: Act of 1858 
“to make” (to quote’from each Act) ‘‘such arrangements 
for booking at its several stations of all descriptions: of traffic 
which may be offered thereat for transmission over any of 
its lines, or any part thereof, to any part of the other com- 
pany’s railways as shall be necessary for the convenience ‘of 
such traffic, and for the due and punctual transmtission 
thereof, and shall account to the other company from time 
to time for such proportion of the sums received in respect of 
such traffic as the said other company may be entitled’ to 
receive in respect of the passing of such traffie over the said 
other company’s railways, or any of them.” 


The next complaint is, that the two companies’ have so 
arranged the arrivals and departures of their respective trains 
as to cause much unreasonable delay to through passengers 
to and from other places than Chatham. The connection 
between the two lines is, in the opinion of the officer who has 
the settlement of the Chatham and Dover time-tables, ‘‘ so 
reduced at the present time as to be in fact almost severed.” 
It is nearly if not quite correct to say that there are 
no trains run to Strocd by the South-Hastern Company 
from London or intermediate stations which do not involve 
the passenger in a detention of one hour or more at the 
Rochester-bridge Station or the Chatham Station before he 
can proceed on his journey. Till lately trains did arrive in 
the morning at Strood in time for passengers to go on by 
the Chatham and Dover trains due to leave Chatham at 
8.10, 8.40, and 11.18. But since last September the first 
two morning trains on the South-Eastern do not arrive at 
Strood till 8.54 and 11.13, while there is no down’ train 
from Chatham after 11.18 till 1.52 pam. The South-East- 
ern train from London, leaving Strood for Maidstone at 2.3, 
was at the same time altered to 1.53, and as this made the 
interval between the arrival at Chatham at 1.40 of an up 
Chatham and Dover train and the departure of the South- 
Eastern train from Strood to Maidstone too short to keep 
up the previous connection between these trains, the result 
has been that Sittingbourne, Faversham, and other places 
in East Kent are left without any convenient opportunity 
of communication with Maidstone. It is possible that the 
train service on each of these lines could not be better laid 
out with reference to all such traffic as one company only 
is interested in, and that the joint or exchanged: traffic is 
comparatively unimportant to either of them. But still 
it has its requirements, and the special enactments: in its 
favour make it reasonable that the proportion it. bears to 
either company’s separate traffic should not be the only 
thing to be regarded in determining what. should be done 
for its accommodation. We think that the three trains of 
the South-Eastern that now arrive at Strood at 8.54, 11.13, 
and 1,53 should be made to again correspond with Chatham 
and Dover trains, and that such other alterations should 
be made by the two companies in their time-tables as that 
(also from the Ist of next month) there may be altogether 
four through trains daily each way, with an interval of 
twenty minutes or half an hour between the arrival at 
Strood and departure down from Chatham, or arrival at 
Chatham and departure up.from Strood, as the ease may 
be. The connection between these corresponding main line 
trains shall, we intend, be effected by means of the branch 
train service, such service being also run at such other 
times during the day as will give a communication by it at 
Strood with not less than four each way of the other up and 
down trains of the South-Eastern. Through carriages 
are asked for in the application, but so long as passengers 
can exchange from one train to another at the same station 
we do not-propose, under the circumstances, to require that 
through carriages shall be provided. 

The charges and arrangements for through goods are the 
remaining matter of complaint. For this traffic the con- 
necting line is still in partial use, The Chatham and 
Dover Company have one goods train a day from Chatham 
to Strood ard back, and, till lately, they had two goods 
trains daily each'way. But, apparently, it is only loaded 
wagons, and not goods insmall quantities‘orunder the weight 
to make a trackful, that are thus transferred by rail be- 
tween Chatham and Strood, and the charge for haulage is 
from 1s. to 1s. 6d. a ton, although the distance is only one 
mile and forty-five chains, and the charge is nearly as much 
as it costs to cart the goods by road. Other difficulties 
arise at the Strood end of the connecting line, The 
South-Eastern Company will not allow goods for Strood 
from the Chatham and Dover line to be unloaded at Strood 
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because they would receive no part of the mileage charge. 
Such goods, if not unloaded at Chatham and carted to 
Strood, are required to be sent forward to a more inland 
station, as the station at Higham, before the South-Eastern 
Company will allow delivery; and, again, if there are 
goods of which places on the Chatham and Dover line 
are the destination, and which it would be convenient to 
load at the Strood Station of the South-Eastern Company 
(which is thé only goods station at Strood), the South- 
Eastern will not supply wagons for the purpose, 
while if goods are loaded in their goods yard or 
from vessels in the Strood Basin, which adjoins 
their goods yard and is part of their canal property, 
and are not loaded into Socth-Eastern wagons, or 
are not going over the South-Eastern line, there is a charge 
of 1s. 6d. a ton for wharfage. There are, besides, no 
facilities given by either company for through invoicing 
from any of their stations, and, with a few exceptions, there 
are no through rates in operation. The applicants ask us 
to grant through rates, but we have no jurisdiction to 
grant through rates, except upon the application of a rail- 
way company. But it is competent to the applicants to 
bring the other points before us, and we cannot say that 
they have no reason for complaining with regard to them. 
We think the place of delivery for goods as between the 
companies should be the same as for passengers, namely, 
the Strood Station of the South-Eastern Company, and 
that through goods of all kinds should be taken across by 
the Chatham and Dover Company by rail, and in time to 
go on by the next goods train of the forwarding company. 

By this means goods also from a station on the South- 
Eastern line for Chatham, which the South-Eastern now 
invoice to Strood and cart thence to Chatham, will be 
delivered from the Chatham Station instead. As to the 
charge for haulage, the parliamentary rates are 
the same for the piece of line from Strood to 
Chatham as for every other part of tho Hast 
Kent line of the Chatham and Dover Company, and, 
except where the short distance clause may apply, the 
charge for haulage must be at the ordinary mileage rate. 
The charge of 1s. 6d. a ton for wharfage at Strood is made 
by the South-Eastern Company, according to the evidence 
of their station-master, when the goods are taken away 
in tracks of the Chatham and Dover Company, and not 
when the goods go on their own line. Nocounter-evidence 
was offered, but the counsel of the South-Eastern sug- 
gested, in explanation, that the 1s. 6d. was really charged 
all the same, but that instead of appearing as a charge for 
wharfage it was put into the gross rate. The manner in 
which a gross rate is made up can at any time be ascer- 
tained under the powers given by the section of the Act of 
1873 relating to the publication of rates, and it does not 
seem to us to be in consonance with the Traffic Act of 
1854 for the company, whether as a canal or railway com- 
pany, to charge a higher wharfage rate on goods about 
to use the Chatham and Dover line than on goods 
about to use their own railway. We shall also en- 
join this company to desist from refasing to de- 
liver at their Strood Station goods consigned to that station 
from any place on the Chatham and Dover Railway. There 
being no rate to receive on such goods is no reason at all for 
their refusal, for the service to be rendered is delivery, and 
for that they will be fully paid by the terminal allowed to 
them in the division of gross receipts. 

There only remains the question of costs. The applicants 
have succeeded in showing that they have not had a reason- 
able use of the connecting line at Strood for the forwarding 
either of goods or passengers, and that the companies are at 
fault for through traffic having hitherto so little benefited by 
the continnous communication formed by their railways. The 
applicants, therefore, should have their costs, which should 
be paid oy the two companies in equal parts, 

Solicitor for the applicants, J. H. Russel, Gravesend , 


Solicitor for the South-Eastern Railway Company, W. R. 
tevens. 


Solicitor for the London, Chatham, and Dover Railway 
Company, White. 
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Leqislatian of the Week. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 


March 22.—Justices’ CLerks, 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Pustic Recorps. 

On the motion of the Lorn Cuancettor, the following 
select committee was appointed on this Bill:—The Lord 
Chancellor, the Duke of Somerset, the Dake of Bedford, 
the Marquis of Bath, the Marquis of Ripon, the Earl of 
Devon, the Earl of Shaftesbury, the Harl of Malmesb 
the Earl of Powis, the Earl of Harrowby, Harl Sydney, the 
Earl of Redesdale, Lord Brodrick, Lord Rayleigh, the Earl 
of Rosebery, Lord Houghton, Lord Henniker, Lord 
Hatherley, and Lord Selborne. 


Excugaver Britis anv Bonns (£700,000). 

On the motion of the Duke of RicuMonD and Gorpon, 
this Bill was read a second time, and, standing orders 37 
and 38 having been suspended, the Bill passed through its 
remaining stages. 

March 23.—Royat Commission. 

The Royal assent was given by commission to the fol- 
lowing Bills :—The Exchequer Bills and Bonds (£700,000) 
Bill, and the Beer Licences (Ireland) Bill. 


Oren Spaces (Merrorotis). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


March 24.—ConsoLipaTED Funp. 
This Bill was read a first time. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


March 22.—Prisons. 

The House went into committee on this Bill. 

On clause 20, Mr. SHeRmpaN moved to add at the end 
three provisoes that “such persons should retain possession 
of money, papers, &c., under their control at the time of 
their arrest, unless the same constitute evidence of the 
charge ; that a schedule of such money, papers, &c., shall 
be made out by the police; and that the counsel of such 
person shall have free access to them at all times.” —Ona 
division the provisoes were rejected by 145 to 108.—Mr. 
SHERIDAN moved an amendment to the effect that uncon- 
victed prisoners should be permitted to retain possession of 
money, books, papers, or documents under their control at 
the time of their arrest, unless the same constituted evidence 
of the charge.—The amendment was withdrawn, Mr. Cross 
saying that its spirit would be carried into effect by the 
rules which were to be drawn up.—Mr. SHERIDAN proposed 
an amendment providing that the counsel of untried persons 
should have free access to them at all times, and that the 
interviews should be private.—Mr. Cross, accepting the 
principle of the amendment, hoped the hon. member would 
be content to take in substitution for it the second part of 
the new clause he had put on the paper.—The amendment 
was withdrawn.—The clause, as amended, was ordered to 
stand part of the Bill; and clauses 21 (confinement of 
prisoners after conviction), 22 (confinement of debtors and 
prisoners who are not criminal prisoners), and 23 (saving 
as to the commitment of prisoners) were agreed to. 

On clause 24 (legal custody of prisoners), Mr. SHERIDAN 
proposed an amendment that a prisoner should not be de- 
tained longer than three months without trial, unless a 
judge was of opinion that it had been impossible to obtain 
some necessary evidence.—The amendment was not -put, 
and the clause was agreed to. 

On clause 25 (allowance to eo prisoners), on the 
motion of Mr. Sampson Luoyp, the clause was amended so 
as to enable the Prison Commissioners to order a sum of 
money to be paid to the prisoner or to the treasurer of & 
certified prisoners’ aid society ‘‘on the recommendation of 
the visiting committee or otherwise.”——Mr. Spencer STAN- 
Hore moved the insertion of words in clause 25, enabling 
the allowance for a discharged prisoner to be paid to the 
treasurer of a certified refuge equally with the treasurer of 
a certified prisoners’ aid society.—The amendment was 
agreed to.—Clause 25, as amended, was ordered to stand 
part of the Bill. 

Clauses 26 to 29 were agreed to. ; 

On clause 30, Mr. Fresnriztp moved to substitute, 
instead of three months, ‘‘a period not less than six 
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months to be prescribed by the Secretary of State.’”"—The 
amendment was agreed to.—The clause was ordered to 
stand part of the Bill, as was clause 31. 

Clause 32 was struck out. 

On clause 33 (superannuation of officers and abolition of 
office after a year), Mr. FrrsH¥FiELD moved, line 28, to 
leave out “‘after the expiration of one year after the com- 
mencement of this Act.”—The amendment was agreed to. 
—Sir W. Bartre.or moved the omission of the latter part 
of the clause, which proposed that the annuity granted to 
prison officers should be apportioned between the period of 
service before and after the passing of the Act, that por- 
tion of the allowance payable for service before the 
passing of the Act to be paid by the local authorities of 
the prison where the officer was serving at the commence- 
ment of the Act.—On a division the amendment was 
rejected by 220 to 58.—The clause, as amended, was agreed 
to 


Clauses 34 and 35 were also agreed to with verbal amend- 
ment, and the chairman was then ordered to report progress. 


Supreme Court or JupIcaTure. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


REGISTRATION OF BoroveH Vorers. 
On the motion of Sir C. Dixke, the order for going into 
committee on this Bill was discharged, and the Bill was 
ordered to be referred to a select committee. 


March 26.—Prisons. 

The House went into committee on this Bill. 

On clause 36 (transfer of duties of existing inspectors), 
Mr. CurtpErs moved, page 15, line 1, after “ 38,’’ to insert 
‘for by the directors of the prisons appointed in pursuance 
of the Act of the session of the 13 & 14 Vict. c. 39.”—The 
amendment was withdrawn, and the clause agreed to. 

On clause 42, which refers to rules made by the Secretary 
of State, Mr. Gorst moved the omission of the words “ shall 
be of the same farce as if enacted by Parliament.”—The 
amendment was agreed to.—Mr. Serjeant Srmon moved the 
addition to the clause of words to the effect that all rules 
and epee sa made under or in pursuance of the Act 
should be submitted to Parliament, and that such of them 
or such of them as were disapproved by either House 
within thirty days of their being so presented should be 
void and of no effect. —On a division the amendment was re- 
jected by 89 to 54.—Mr. Cross moved that the word 
“forty” be inserted instead of ‘‘thirty.’’—The amend- 
ment was agreed to.—Sir H. James moved that the 
following words be added to the clause :—‘‘ Provided also 
that no such rules or regulations shall come into force 
or operation until the same shall have been laid before 
Parliament for forty days.’’—The amendment was agreed to.— 
Mr. Biecar proposed to amend the proposed amendment by 
adding to the provision that the rules should not come in 
force for forty days after the meeting of the House the 
words ‘‘or be accepted by a vote of the House of Commons.” 
The rules might then come into force within the forty days 
if the Government asked for a vote of the House in their 
fayour.—The amendment was negatived.—Mr. SHERIDAN 
moved to add at the end of the proposed amendment the 
following words—“ provided also that the first rules and 
regulations made under and by virtue of this Act shall be 
laid before both Houses of Parliament before the Act 
comes into general operation.””—On a division the amend- 
ment was rejected by 119 to 40.—Mr. ParNeLi moved to 
add to the provision that the rules should have the force 
of law after lying forty days on the table of the House 
the words ‘provided that no notice of motion opposing 
any rule or regulation shall have been given by any 
member of the House of Commons.”—The amendment 
was withdrawn, and the clause, as amended, was agreed to. 

Clauses 43 to 45 were also agreed to. 

On clause 46 (definition of ‘‘ furniture and effects belong. 
ing toa prison”), Mr. Cross moved the addition of the 
words “‘except goods manufactured for sale and materials 
in store for the purpose of such manufacture.’’—The amend- 
ment was agreed to.—The clause, as amended, was then 
agreed to, as were also clauses 47, 48, and 49. 

On clause 50, “ definition of prison,” Mr. Cross moved 
to add the following words to the proviso at the end of the 
clause enabling the Secretary of State to direct that any 
gece of lands bought, or contracted to be bought, before 

e commencement of the Act by a prison authority, and 


which in his opinion is not necessary for the purposes of 





such prisor, shall be re-conveyed to the prison authority : 
—‘*‘ Or he may retain such portion or any part of such por- 
tion on payment out of moneys to be voted by Par- 
liament of such a sum as may be agreed upon, or as, in the 
event of a difference, may be determined by arbitration in 
the manner provided by this Act.’’—The amendment was 
agreed to, and the clause was then added to the Bill. 

Clause 51 and the postponed clause 4 were also agreed 


Mr. Cross then proposed a new clause providing that the 
reports to be laid before Parliament should contain informa- 
tion as to the manufacturing processes cariied on in prisons. 
—The clause was agreed to. 

Mr. Cross moved a clause enabling the Secretary of 
State to make special rules as to the treatment of uncon- 
victed and certain other prisoners.—Mr. Serjeant Simon sug- 
gested an alteration in the wording of the clause with the 
view of extending the special rules to the case of persons 
arrested under a suspension of the Habeas Corpus Act.— 
On a division the alteration was rejected by 150 to67.—Mr, 
SHERIDAN proposed to leave out the words “any tamper- 
ing with evidence and.”—On a division the amendment 
was rejected by 174 to 40.—The clause was agreed to. 

Mr. Cross moved a new clause relating to the payment 
of the salaries of the Prison Commissioners, their officers, 
&c., out of the money to be voted by Parliament.—The 
clause was added to the Bill. 

Dr. KENEALY moved a new clause after clause 9 making 
it compulsory upon the Prison Commissioners to make a 
yearly return to Parliament of the punishments inflicted 
upon convicts, and also a return of the complaints of con- 
victs in their own language.—On a division the clause was 
rejected by 114 to 14. 


Bounparigs or Borovaus. 

Mr. Gorst introduced a Bill to make better provision 
for the exercise by the Education Department of powers 
with reference to local Acts relating to the alteration of 
the boundaries of boroughs and urban sanitary districts. 


March 27.—Cusroms anp Intanp Revenve (DvTIEs oN 
OFFiczs AND PENSIONS). 
This Bill went through committee. 


Jupiciat Proceepines (Rare). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Hicu Court or Justice (Costs). 

On the motion of Sir H.M.Jacxson this Bill was re-com- 
mitted, and a new clause added extending the provisions 
of section 10 of the County Courts Actr, 1867, to all 

actions of contract. 
Serriep Estates. 
This Bill, as amended, was considered. 








Law Students’ Saournal. 


COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 


Easter AND Trinity Course oF Lecrurgs, 1877. 
Prospectus of the Lectures of the Professors. 


The Professor of Jurisprudence and Roman Civil Law will, 
during the ensuing educational term, deliver a course of 
about eight lectures on the history of the Roman law, and 
also a course of about eight exegetical lectures on Roman 

civil law. 

First lecture of this course will be delivered on Tuesday, 
the 17th of April, 1877, at eleven a.m. — 

The subsequent lectures will be delivered on Tuesdays 
and Wednesdays at the same hour. 

Norz.—The lectures in this subject will be suspended 
after Wednesday, the 2nd of May, and be resumed on Tues- 
day, the 29th of May, at the usual hour. 

Bue notice will be given as to the subjects of the lectures 
for Michaelmas educational term. 


Equity. 
The Professor of Equity will deliver, during the o—- 
educational term, fourteen lectures, commencing Wi 
Equity as applied to the Raising of Portions or other 
Charges on Land. : : 

The first lecture on this subject will be delivered on 
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Wednesday, the 11th of April, 1877, at 4,15 p.m., and the 
subsequent lectures at the same hour on Wednesdays and 
Fridays during the term. 

Nore.—The lectures in this subject will be suspended 
after Wednesday, the 2nd of May, and be resumed on 
Wednesday, the 30th of May, at the usual hour. 


Law oF Reat AND Personat PRopPerty. 

The Baofessor of the Law of Real and Personal Property 
will deliver, during the ensuing educational term, twelve 
public lectures on the following subject :—On Prescriptive 
Rights, including Rights of Common. 

First lecture on this subject will be delivered on Satur- 
day, the 14th of April, 1877, at 3.15 p.m. 

The subsequent lectures on this subject will be delivered 
on Tuesdays at 4.15 p.m., and on Saturdays at 3.15 p.m. 

Nore.—The lectures in this subject will be suspended 
after Tuesday, the 1st of May, and be resumed on Saturday, 
the 2nd of June, at the uspal hour. 

Due notice will be given as to the subjects of the lectures 
for Michaelmas educational term. 


Common Law. 

The Professor on the Common Law will deliver, during 
the ensuing educational term,.thirteen public lectures on 
Criminal Law. 

First lecture on this subject will be delivered on Thurs- 
day, the 12th of April, 1877, at 4.15 p.m. 

The subsequent lectures on this subject will be delivered 
on Mondays and Thursdays at the same hour. 

Nore.—The lectures in this subject will be suspended 
after Thursday, the 3rd of May, and be resumed on Thurs- 
day, the 31st of May, at the usual hour. 

Due notice will be given as to the subjects of the lectures 
for Michaelmas educational term. 


Nortre.—In December, 1877, there will be four examinations, 
one in the subject of the lectures given by each professor, open 
(subject as hereinafter mentioned) to all student who have 
during the year attended the lectures of any of the professors, 
but no student will be admitted to the examination in the sub- 
jects of the lectures of any professor unless he shall have at- 
tended at least two-thirds of the lectures given during the year 
by such professor. No student will be admitted to moré than 
two examinations; and no student who shall have obtained a 
studentship will be admitted to any such examination. 

After the examinations the following prizes will, on the re- 
commendation of the committee, be given (that is to say) :— 

To the students who shall have passed the best examination 


, in the subjects of the lectures of each professor, first prize, £50 ; 


second prize, £25; third prize, £15; fourth prize, £10; and a 
first and second prize of £70 and £30 respectively, to the students 
who obtain the greatest aggregate number of marks in the ex- 
amination in the subjects of the lectures given by any two of 
the professors. 

No student will be entitled to more than one prize, but a 
student will receive the prize of the highest value to which he 
shall appear to be entitled. P 

The committee will not be obliged to recommend any of the 
above prizes to be awarded if the result of the examination be 
such as, in their opinion, will not justify such recommendation. 

Any further information required by students may be ob- 
tained on application to the clerk of the council, Lincoln’s- 
inn Hall. 

By Order of the Conncil, 
i Signed) S. H. Watpore, Chairman. 

Council Chamber, Lincoln’s-inn, March 15. 





INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 


The following circular has been issued :— 
Incorporated Law Society U.K., 
Chancery-laze, London, March, 1877. 

Sir,—I am directed by the examiners appointed for the 
intermediate examination of 8 under articles of 
clerkship to solicitors, to inform you thet Thursday; the 
26th of April, 1877, is the day appointed forthe examina- 
tion, and that candidates for examination are to attend.on 
that day, at half-past nine in the forenoon, at the Hall of 
the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, London, 
(Carey-street entrance). Theexamination will commence 
at ten o'clock precisely, and close at four o'clock. 

I have to remind you that your articles of clerkship 
and assignment (if any), with answers to the questions as 
to due service, aceording to the regulations approved by 





the judges, must be left with me on or before thd 5th of 
April; and in case your articles and testimompii of 
service have been deposited here, they should Phe roe. 
entered, the fee paid, and the answers complete@l on or 
before the 5th of April. No candidate will be exaimined 
who -shall not have complied with these conditiolns, or 
whose testimonials as to service or conduct shall shot be 
satisfactory to the examiners. 

On the day of examination, papers will be delivented to 
each candidate, containing questions to be answerdd in 
writing, selected from the works specified by thé ex- 
aminers ; and a paper of questions on book-keeping. 

If you apply to be examined under the 4th section of 
the Attorneys Act, 1860, you may, on application, obtain 
copies of the farther questions relating to the ten years’ 
service antecedent to the articles of clerkship ; and such 
questions, duly answered, must be left with your articles, 
&c., on or before the 5th of April.*—I am, Sir, your 
obedient Servant, K. W. WItt1amson, Secretary. 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


March 28, 1877. 
RAILWAY STOCE. 



















































Railways. -|Closing Prices 
Stock| Bristol and Exeter sian 
Stock| Caledonian ... 1235 xd 
Stock|Glasgow and South-Western ..,,, 06 
Stock|Great Eastern Ordinary Stock , 514 
Stock/Great Northern ........sssscessseee 128 
Stock} Do., A Stock*... aa 100 128} 
Stock Great Southern and Western of Ireland .,..... 100 ~ 
Stock|Great Western—Original.,.,.0.se-csssseeessessesee) 100 103 
Stock/Lancashire and Yorkshire ........cssessssesseeres 100 138 
Stock|/London, Brighton, and South Co vee) 100 120 
Stock) London, Chatham, and Dever,,,. 100 
Stock/London and North-Western . 100 1483 
Stock|London and South Western........... 100 1314 
Stock|Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln eet 100 744 
Stock|Metropolitan 100 1063 
Stock! Do., District | 100 46 
Stock! Midland 100 128; 
Stoek North British 100 974xd 
Stock|North Eastern 100 155} 
Stock! North London 100 137 
Stock/North Staffordshire ........00 saiasaee so sti 100 67 
StockiSouth Devon 100 69 
Stoek South-Eastern 100 128 

















BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
Roscozr—March 22, at 28, Argyll-road, Kensington, the wife of 
Edward Stanley Roscoe, barrister-at-law, of a daughter, still- 
born 


Swirt—March 24, at 15, Bryanston-street, W., the wife of Her- 
bert H. Swift, barrister-at-law, of a son, prematurely. 
MARRIAGE, 
Haat—DotamMore—March 24, at St. Mary’s, Bryanston- 
square, W., Frank Heal, of the Inner Temple, barrister-at-law, 
to Alice, daughter of Henry Dolamore, of 16, Baker-street. 


DEATH. 
MERRIMAN—March 23, at Marlborough, William Clark Merri- 
man, aged 72. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Diasolvad. 
Tuxspay, March 27, 1877. 
Chapman, James, and’ Edward Lee, 1, Gresham buildings, Basinghall 
st, London, Solicitors, .March 24 
Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Farway, March 23, 177. 
LIMITED In CHANCERY. 

Canadian Land Reclaiming and Colonizing Company,, Limited.—Peti- 
tion for winding up, presented March 20, directed to be heard before 
dae on April 13. Norton, King st, Cheapside, solicitor for the 
petitioner 

Heatherside Nurseries Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
presented March 20, directed to be heard before V.0, Malins.on 
April 13. Watney and Tilleard, Ciement’s lane, solicitors for she 
petitioner 
* Candidates who have already proved to the satisfaction 

of the examiners the ten years’ antecedent service are not 

required to leave replies to the further questions again. 
ee, each examination, on articles and testimonials of 
service, 15s,.; not to be sent in postage stamps. 
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Langham Skating Rink Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
nted March 19, directed to be heard before the M.R. on April 
14. Edmands, Bedford row, solicitor for the petitioners 
Langham Skating Rink Company, Limited.—Patition for winding up, 
nted March 21, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall, on April 
3. Musgrave, Queen Victoria st, solicitor for the petitioner 

Mostyn Silver Lead and Blende Company, Limited.—Creditors are re- 
quired, on or before April 23, to send their names and addresses, and 
the particalars of their debts or claims, to Flaxman Haydon, Bishops- 
gate st within, Wednesday, May 2, at 12, is appointed for hearing 
and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

Plant Brothers, Limited.—vetition for winding up, presented March 16, 
directed to be heard before V.C. Malins on April 13. Fallows and 
Brown, Lancaster place, Strand, agents for Walford, Birmingham, 
solicitor for the petitioners 

STANNABIES OF CORNWALL. 

Kast Wheal Basset Mining Company.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented March 17, directed to be heard before the Vice Warden, at the 
Law Institution, Chancery lane, on Tuesday, April 10, at 3,30. Affi- 
davits intended to be used at the hearing in opposition to the petition 
must be filed at the registrar’s office, Truro, on or before Apri! 7, 
and notice thereof must at the same time be ee to the petitioner, 
his solicitors, or their agents. Gregory and Co, Bedford row, agents 
for Hodge and Co, Truro, solicitors for the petitioner 

Tugspay, March 27, 1877. 
*  Lowrrep 1n CHANceERY. 

Aberbeeg Collieries Company, Limited.—By an order made by the 
M.R., dated March 17, it was ordered that the above company be 
wound up. Clarke and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields, agents for Farr and 
Wade, Newport, Mon, solicitors for the petitioners 

Barkway (Hertfordshire) Gas Company, Limited.—By an order made 
by the M.R., dated March 17, it was ordered that the above com- 
pany be wound up. Church and Co, Bedord row, agents for Nash, 
Royston, solicitor for the petitioners 

Bryn y Fferam Slate Quarry Company, Limited.—Petition for winding 
up, presented March 19, directed to be heard before V.C. Bacon 
on Saturday, April }4. Hare and Fell, Surrey st, Victoria embank- 
ment, solicitors for the petitioners 

Dryburnside Silver Lead Mining Company, Limited.—By an order 
made by V.C. Hall, dated March 16, it was ordered that the volun- 
tary winding up of the above company bs continued. Blagden, 
Great Winchester st, solicitor fo the petitioner 

Middlesex Fire Office, Limited.—By an order made by the M.R., dated 
March 17, it was ordered that the above office be wound up. Wood, 
St Paul’s churehyard, agent for Berry and Robinson, Bradford, 
solicitors for the petitioners 

North of Iceland Sulphur Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up. 
presented March 26, directed to be ‘heard before V.C. Hall on April 
13. Jackson and Prince, Clement’s lane, solicitors for the petitioner 

Taurine Company, Limited.—By an order made by V.C. Bacon, dated 
March 17, it was ordered that the above company be wound up. 
Winnett, Fenchurch st, solicitor for the petitioners 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Torspay, March 27, 1877. 
C. Bailey Friendly Society, Shoulder of Mutton Inn, Brynmawr, Bre- 
con. arch 23 
Westerham Amicable Benefit Society, George Inn, Westerham, Kent. 


March 22 
Bankrupts. 
Fripay, March 23, 1877, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Oddy, Thomas, New rd, Commercial rd east, Draper. Pet March 20. 
Hazlitt. April ll at 12 
Smith, Herbert Jowett, Islip st, Kentish town, Clerk. Pet March 20. 
Hazlitt. April 11 at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Bradford, William, Bradford,|Beerhouse Keeper. Pet March 20. Rob- 
inson. Bradford, April 10 at 9 
Charlton, Edward, Robert Hedley Charlton, and Thomas Chariton, 
Middlesborough, Colliery Owners. Pet March 19, Crosby. Stock- 
ton-on-Tees, April 13 at 11 
Gooch, Robert Stephen, Belvedere, Kent, Builder. Pet March 15. 
Hayward. Rochester, April 12 at 2 
Mitchell, James, Manchester, out of business. Pet March 20. Lister. 
Manchester, April 12 at 9.30 
Street, William Castle, Great Grimsby, Grocer. 
Daubney. Great Grimsby, April 7 at 11 


Torspay, March 27, 1877, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
fo Surrender in London, 

Dowse, William Thomas, Tooley st, Potato Merchant. Pet Mareh 22. 

Pepys. April 11 atl 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Blackburn, Crowther, Heckmondwike, York, Fruit Merchant. Pet 

Mareh22. Nelson. Dewsbury, April 12.at3 
Carr, Arthur, Birmingham, Commission Merchant. Pet March 21. 

a. Birmingham, April 20 at 2 

Coldham, James, Long Melford, Suffolk. Pet March 17. Barnes. 

Colchester, April 18 at 3 
Debnam, Kate Matilda, Penge, Surrey, Grocer. Pet March 21. Row- 

land, Croydon, April 10 at 2 
Porritt, Daniel, Henry Porritt, and Jonathan Porritt, jun, Bradford, 

Top Makers. Pet March 23, inson. Bradford, April 9 at 1) 
Sawyer, Edward, Theale, Berks, Butcher. Pet March 24. Qollins. 

ne April 14 at 11 ° 

Thorns, Walter Thomas, Javenpeal, Shipsmith. Pet March 22, Wat- 


son. Liverpvol, April 9 at 11 
be Louis, Broadwater, Sussex. Pet March 21. Evorshed 
, hton, April 9 at 1) 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 


Faipay, March23, 1877. 
George, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Licensed Victualler. 


Pet March 16. 


Blackburn, 
March 14 








Chatwin, George Henry, Congleton, Cheshire, Draper. Feb 8 


TuespayY, March 27, 1877. 
Barker, Wiliam, Liverpool, Stationer. March 23 
Paton, Walter, Liverpool, Shipowner. March 23 
Pryce, Elijah, Liverpool, Merchant. March 23 
Sidwell, John Simkin, Citizen rd, Holloway, Pawnbraker. March 24 
Stow, David William, Hatchett’s Hotel, Piccadilly, Geat. March 16 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fripay, March 23, 1877. 


Adey, Thomas, Thrawl st, Spitalfields, Wheelwright. April 9 at 2 at 
offices of Jennings, Leadenhall st 

Alger, Robert Harvey, StIves, Hantingdon, Publican. April 10 at 10.30 
at offices of Margetts and Son, Huntingdon 

Allen, William James, Southsea, Hants, Builder. April 6 at 3at 
Totterdell’s Hotel, St George’s.sq, Portsea. King, Portsea 

Andre, Charlotte Hanna h, Liverpool, Professor of Music. April 10 at 
2 at offices of Cleaver and Holden, Dale st, Liverpool 

Ascott, James Upton, Halberton, Devon, Builder. April 5 at 11 at 
oftices of Fewings, Queen st, Exeter. Huggins, Exeter 

Astin, Thomas, Lower Pike hill, Laneashire, Grocer. April 6 at 3 at 
offices of Sutcliffe, Grimshawe st, Buraley 

Batchelor, William, Southampton , Hotel Keeper. April 2 at 3 at offices 
of Shatte, Portland st, Southampton 

Billinge, James, Southport, L hire, out of business, April7 at t1 
at offices of Ashton, King st, Wigan 

Bray, Samuel, Dawley, Salop, Timber Merchant. April 4 at 12 at offices 
of Harries, Dawley 

Briggs, George Amos Everett, Wakefield, Milk Dealer. 
ottices of Horner, Wood st, Wakefield 

Brook, Benjamin, Heckmondwike, York, Draper. 
the Black Bull Hotel, Mirfield. Wooler, Batley 

Brook, Henry John, Sheffi eld, Electro Bronzer. 
of Clayton, Surrey st, Sheffield 

Burgess, John, and Henry Burg ess, Birmingham, Manufacturers. 
April 5 at tl at the Great Western Hotel, Monmouth st, Birmingham. 
Rooke, Birmingham 

Burrowes, Peter, Alexander rd, St John’s wood, Gent, April 12 at 12 
at 30, Bedford row. Stephen 

Burston, John, Redditch, Worcester, Tobacconist. April 4 at 3 at 
the Midiand Hotel, Stephenson st, Birmingham. Richards, Red- 





April 3 at3 at 
April 5 at 3.45 af 
April 6 at 1 at offices 


ditch 

Butler, Charles Edward, Sonthwell, Nottingham, Plumber. April 1! 
at 4 at offices of Cockayne, Fletebergate, Nottingham 

Butterworth, George, Manchester, Woollen Dealer. April 6 at3 at 


offices of Piekering, South parade, Leads 

Cam,. William James, Cardiff, Grocer. Ap ril 2 at 11 at offices of Mor- 
gan and Scott, High st, Cardiff 

Clark, Thomas, Lower Broughton, Lancashire, Stoae Mason. April 6 
at 3 at offices of Bowden, King st, Manchester 

Crich, Samuel, Newthorne, Nottingham, Pablican. April 17 at 12 at 
offices of Fraser, Wheelergate, Nottingham 

Cullum, Jobn, St Aodrew, Suffolk, Pork Butcher. April 9at 12 at 
offices of Ferrier, Hall quay, Great Yarmouth 

Cattle, Samuel, Attercliffe, Sheffield, Oil Manufacturer. April 4 at 12 
at. offices of Stacey, Castle chambers, High st, Sheffield 

Davies, David, Rhiw, Carmarthea, Labourer. Apri] 4 at 3 at the 
County Court Office, Lampeter. Lloyd, Lampeter 


Davies, William, Pantdu, Aberayon, Glamorgan, Grocer. April 3 at 
3 at offices of Tennant and Jones, Aberavon 
Eckersall, Isaiah, Swaine green, Pudsey, York, Grocer. April 5 at 4 


at offices of Grattan, Aldermanbury, Bradford 

Edden, Francis Woolhouse, Watford, Hertford, Iroamonger. 
at 3 at offices of Banks, Coleman st 

Edwards, John, Cinderfor’, Gloucester, Painter. April 13 at 12 at the 
Saracen’s Head Hotel, Bristol. Parker, Newoham 

Friston, Samuel Charles, Sheffield, Cutlery Manufacturer. April 5 at 
11 at offices of Webster, Hartshead, Shefield 

Gooderham, Horace, Argyle rd, Carlton sq, Mile End, no occupation. 
April 9 at 12 at offices cf Wells, Paternoster row 

Griffith, Rowland, Tremadoc, Carnarvon, Tanner. April 9 at 1 at the 
Commercia! Hotel, Portmadoc. Breese and Oo, Portmadoc 

Guest, Samuel Edwin, Dudley, Worcester, General Dealer, April 3 at 
3 at offces of Lowe, Temple st, Birmingham 

Hall, Edward James, Lambeth walk, out of business. March 31 at 10 
at offices of Goatly, Westmiaster bridge rd 

Hampson, Charles, Bradford, Furniture Dealer. April 4 at 3 at oifices 
of Singleton, New Booth st, Bradford 

Hardy, Frederick, Shirland, Derby, Butcher. 
George Hotel, Alfreton. Thurman, Alfreton 

Hartley, Thomas, Manchester, Machine Dealer. April 13 at 3 at offices 
of Gardner, Brown st, Manchester 

Henry, George, Manehester, Cotton Manufacturer. Apri! 12at 3 at 
offices of Sale and Co, Booth st, Manchester : 

Heyer, Robert, York terrace, Cobvura rd, Bow rd, out of business. 
April 14 at 1 at offices of Mardonand Co, Moorgate st. Puailp, Budge 
row 

Hilton, David, Bolton, Beerseller. April 12 at3 at offices of Scowcroft, 
Town Hail sq, Bolton 

Hughes, Elizabeth, sovernesi, Grocer. April 5 at 2 at offices of Knowles, 
Union court, Castle st, Liverpool! : 

Ingham, Robert, Accrington, Cotton Spinner. April 5 at 4 at the 
Albion Hotel, Piccadilly, Manchester. Roberts, Rochdale 

Ingo, Walter Charles, Southampton, Bedding Manafactarer. April 3 
at 3 at offices of Shutte, Portland st, Southampton 

Jenkins, Thomas David, Rhydfelan, Giamorgan, Licensed Victaaller. 
April 5 at 12 at offices of Thomas, Charch st, Pontypridd 

Johnson, John, Leeds, Process Server. April 5 at ¥ at ollices of Dalton, 
Albion st, Leeds be : 

Jones, Ostherine Ann, Chester, Milliner. April6 at 3 at offices of 
Leigh, Brown st, Manchester : 

Jones, Hugh, King Henry's walk, Islington, Dairyman. April5 at 3 
at etfices af Holioway, Bali’s Pond rd, Islington 

Jones, Pierce, Nantile, Garnarvon, Quarryman, April 6 at 3 at offices 
of Allanson, Church st, Carnarvon 


April 5 


April 10 at 3 at the 
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Jones, William, Rhydd du, Beddgelert, Farmer. April 6at4 at offices 
of Allan, Church st, Carnarvon 

Keehner, Francis Adam, Morpeth st, Bethnal green, Cork Cutter, 
April 7 at 9.45 at offices of Hicks, Globe rd, Mile End 

Leftly, Leonard, Sidney st, Mile End, Clothier. April 4 at 2 at offices 
of Clift, Cheapside 

Le Grys, John George, Ealing, Coal Merchant. April 7 at 1 at offices 
of Watson, Southampton buildings 

Lewis, Edward, Ton Ystrad, ur Pontypridd, Brick Manufacturer. 
April 4 at 11 at the Public Hall offices, Treherbert. Howells 

Lincoln, William, Lowestoft, Gasfitter. April 5 at 12 at offices of Seago, 
High et, Lowestoft 

Link, Rolls Calvert, Victoria st, Westminster, Financial Agent. April 
6 at 10 at offices of Norman, Old Bond st 

Maedonald, Joseph, Leeds, Bootm aker. April 9 at 3 at offices of 
Maicolm, Park row, Leeds 

Malanson, James, North Shields, Northumberland, Furniture Broker. 
Apvil 6 at 12 at offioes of Kewney, Howard st, North Shields 

Mallinson, Henry, Sheffield, Innkeeper. April 3 at 4 at offices of Gee, 
Fig Tree lane, Sheffield. Binns 

Mason, George, Barrow-in-Furness, Grocer. April5 at 11 at Sharp’s 
Hotel, Strand, Barrow-in-Furness. Taylor, Barrow-in-Furne ss 

Mates, Thomas, Liverpool, Tea Dealer. April 4 at 3 at offices of 
Ritson, Dale st, Liverpool 

Matthews, Charles, Sale, Cheshire, Grocer. April 10 at 3 at offices of 
Horner and Son, Clarence st, Manchester 

McCann, John Smith, New Brighton, Cheshire, out of business, April 
18 at 3 at offices of Lowe, Castle st, Liverpool 

Messenger, Matthew, Huddersfield, Grocer. April fat 3 at offices of 
Learoyd and Co, Buxton rd, Huddersfield 

Mitchard, Henry James, Pontilanfraith, Mon, Innkeeper, April 9 at 
11 at offices of Davies, Tredegar 

Moxey, James, Liverpool, Boot Dealer. April 5 at 2 at offices of Smith, 
Preeson’s row, Liverpool 

Murray, George. Middlesborough, York, Grocer. April 10 at 2 at the 
Temperance Hotel, Linthorpe rd, Middlesborough 

Nelson, William, Birmingham, Fancy Jeweller. April 5 at 3 at the 
Great Western Hotel, Monmouth st. Buller and Bickley, Birming- 


am 
Newland, John George, Manchester, Hairdresser. April 11 at 3 at 
offices of Hinde and Co, Mount st, Manchester 
Page, Robert, Winsord, Somerset, Baker. April6 at 2 at offices of 
Ffinch and Chanter, Bridge Hall chambers, Barnstaple 
Palmer, Samuel Robert, Faversham, Kent, Grocer. April 10 at 3 at 
offices of Bath and Son, King William st. Lovett, King William st 
Pane, Robert, Millbridge, York, General Iron Founder. April 6 at 11 
at offices of Sydes, Oak st, Heckmondwike 
Peele, Margaret, Hastings, Lodging House Keeper. April 4 at 12 at 
the Havelock Hotel, Hastings. Langham and Son, Hastings 
Penhallarick, Richard, Truro, Cornwall, Travelling Draper. 
ab 26, River st, Truro, in lieu of the place originally named 
Pettinger, Henry, Manchester, Potato Salesman. April5 at 3 at 
offices of Jellicorse and Bates, Market st, Manchester 
Piggott , George, High Oross, Tottenham, Coach Builder. April 4 at 3 
at offices of Goode and Co, Bucklersbury. Crook and Smith, Ab- 
church lane 
Pilling, Thomas, Heywood, Lancashire, Cotton Manufacturer. April 
3 at 3 at offices of Addleshaw and Warburton, King st, Manchester 
Pinmm, William, Commercial rd east, Chemist. April 5 at 11 at the 
Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue. Hicks, London wall 
Pond, Daniel, Tufton st, New Dean’s yard, Westminster, Builder. 
March 31 at | at the Inns of Court Hotel, High Holborn 
Radford, George, Alfreton, Derby, Builder. April 10 at 12 at the George 
Hotel, Alfreton. Thurman, Alfreton 
Reeves, William, Birmingham, Carpenter. April 4 at 10.15 at offices 
ot East, Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Riddle, Eliza, Penydre, Brecon. April9 at 3 at the Bear Hotel, 
Crickhowell, Davies, Crickhowell 
Rider, Francis, and John Sharp, Hunslet lane, Leeds, Cigar Merchants, 
Apiil 4 at 3 at offices of Ford and Son, Albion st, Leeds 
Sandars, Samuel, Millgate Facil. Lancashire, Butcher. April 6 at 3 at 
offices of Standring, King st, South parade, Rochdale 
Service, Francis, Cwmbran, Mon, Draper. April 4 at 12 at offices of 
Gibbs, Tredegar place, Newport 
Sharam, Samuel, Teignmouth, Devon, Coach Builder, April 3 at 12 
at the Salisbury Arms Inn, Strand. Friend, Exeter 
Sharam, William, Teignmouth, Devon, Coach Builder. April 3 at 12 
at the Salisbury Arms Inno, Strand. Friend, Exeter 
®herwood, Richard, King William st, Strand, Solicitor. April 9 at 2 
at the Guildhall Coffe House, Gresham st. Nethersole, Gresham 
buildings, Guildhall 
Sinclair, William, North Shiclds, Northumberland, Farniture Dealer. 
April 4 at 3 at offices of Smith, Saville st, North Shields 
Spencer, Joseph, Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Leicester, Draper. April 16 at 3 
at offices of Fisher and Cheatle, Kilwardby st, Ashby-de-la-Zouch 
Staite, James, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Grocer. April 5 at 11 at offices 
Mawson, Duncan st, Birkenhead. Hannan and Pugh, Birken- 


Strickland, Henry, Rookley, Isle of Wight, Gent. April 16 at 2 at 
offices of Mew and Hooper, Custlehold, Newport ~ 

Tait, John, Bury, Lancashire, Grocer. April 3 at 2 at offices of Hard- 
ings and Co, Princess st, Manchester 

Taylor, Joseph, Church rd, Tottenham, Grocer. April 4 at 3 at the 

_. -_ Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st. Watson, 
res 8 

Thaekley, Edward, St Bees, Cumberland, Innkeeper. April 9 at 11 at 

of Brown, Scotch st, Whitehaven 

Tilley, George, Redhill st, Cumberland Market, Carman. April 6 at 2 
at 14, Berkley st, Clerkenwell 

Townsend, Thomas, Carmarthen, Bootmaker. April 9 at 10.15 at 
offices of Griffiths and Green, St Mary’s st, Carmarthea 

Welburn, Robert, Worksop, Nottingham, Watomhaker, April 9 at 
12 at offices of Whail, Bridge st, Worksop 

‘White. James, Cinderford, Gloucester, Butcher. April 12 at 12 at 
fem, Mary Welohouss, Dewsbary, ¥ 

> jouse, , York, Clothier, April 6 at 2.30 
at offices of Stapleton, Union st, Dewsbury ‘s 


April 4 


. Houldey, Henry Louis, 
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Allen, Thomas, Leicester, Book-keeper. April 10 at 3 at the Bedford 
Head Hotel, Maider lane, Strand. Tripp, Exeter st, Strand 

Amery, William, Goole. York, Ship Broker, April 6 at 11 at officesof 
Fernandes, Cross sq, Wakefield 

Blackston, Saul, Leeds, Cap Manufacturer. April 7 at 12 at offices of 
Watson, Great George st, Leeds 

Carson, William John, Liverpool, Sack Dealer. April 10 at 1 at offices 
of Sheen and Broadhurst, North John st, Liverpool. Browne, Liver. 


poo! 

Casella, Vincent, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Shoemaker. April 9 at 2 at the 
Swan Hotel, Bridge st, Bristol. Cousins, Cardiff 

Choat, James, Gravesend, Painter. April 5 at 3 at offices of Fenner 
and Co, Gresham buildings, Guildhall, Stopher, Coleman st 

Crosier, Jonathan James, Weedington rd, Kentish town, Oilman, 
April 5 at 3 at offices ot Hudgell, Gresham st. Gray, Poultry 

Cunningham, Robert William, Hulme, Lancashire, Watchmaker, 
April 17 at 3 at offices of Horner and Son, Clarence st, Manchester 

Derrett, Robert, Newport, Mon, Brewer. April 12 at 12 at the Grand 
Hoiel, Broad st, Bristol. Vaughan, Newport y 

Dixon, Edward, Bradford, York, Beerhouse Keeper. April 7 at 11 at 
offices of Moore, Hustler gate, Bradford 

Ellis, Hugh, Towyn, Merioneth, Builder. April 4 at 3 at offices of 
Jones and Davies, Dolgelly 

Frith, Charles Thomas, Seymour place, Bryanston sq, Bootmaker, 
April 16 at 1 at the Portman Arms, Marylebone rd. Berkeley,. 
Marylebone rd 

Gardiner, Henry, Thornton st, Horselydown, Printer. April 11 at12 
at offices of Coles and Co, Bucklersbury. Nutt and Co 

Gazard, Joseph, Cardiff, Saddler. April 10 at 11 at offices of Morgan 
and Scott, High st, Cardiff 

Godrich, Edward, Winchester, Hants, Wine Merchant. April 10 at 2 
at offices of Adams and Co, Jewry st, Winchester 

Griffiths, William, Bryncethin, Glamorgan, Builder. April 9 at 3 at 
offices of Walker, Caroline st, Bridgend 

Haines, George, Northampton, Skin Dealer. April 6 at 11 at offices of 
Jeffery, Market sq, Northampton 

Hall, Henry, West Derby rd, nr Liverpool, Brewer’s Clerk. April 9at 
3 at offices of Lupton, Harrington st, Liverpool 

Hall, Thomas, Bradford, Plumber. April 1l at 11 at offices of Watson 
and Dicksons, Victoria chambers, Market st, Bradford 

Halliday, Frank, Reading, Berks, Grocer. April 9 at 11 at offices of 
Dodd, Friar st, “ye | $ 

Hamilton, William, South end, Kensington sq,Carman. April 3 at 10 
at 3, Featherstone buildings, Bedford row. Hope 

Harmston, Watson, Lincoln, Farmer. April 4 at 12 at offices of 
Williams, Silver st, Lincoln 

Harris, William Henry, Devonport, Devon, Licensed Victualler. April 
10 at 11 at offices of Curtis, St George’s Hall, East Stonehouse 

Hill, John Rowland, Liverpool, Merchant, April 9 at 2 at offices of 
Francis and Co, Harrington st, Liverpool 

Holdsworth, Joshua Green, Hilderthorpe, York, Coal Merchant. April 
9 at 3 at offices of West, Garrison st, Bridlington Quay 

Holehouse, Thomas, Tom Holehouse, and William Holehouse, New- 
bold, Derby, Bootmakers. April 11 at 2 at offices of Bushby and 
Son, Gluman gate, Chesterfield 

Holmes, John, Abergavenny, Mon, Fellmonger. April 7 at 1 at offices 
Simons and Plews, Church st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Southsea, Hants, Grocer. April 7 at 4 at 

offices of King, North st, Portsea 

Howells, Jacob, Cross Hill, Salop, Cab Proprietor. April 18 at 11 at 
the Clarendon Hotel, Pride hill, Shrewsbury. Broughall 

Hughes, Hugh, Manchester, Licensed Beer Retaiier. April 9 at 3 at 
Offices of Stringer, Aytoun st, Manchester 

Hunt, Albert, Cains Cross, Gloucester, Publican. April 20 at il at 
offices of Bean, Kingley villa, Cains Cross 

Hutchinson, George, s, Confectioner. April 6 at 11 at offices of 
Shackleton and Son, Central Market buildings, Leeds 

Hyde, William, Luton, Bede, Journeyman Packing Case Maker. 
April 13 at 3 at the Red Lion Inn, Castle st, Luton. Neve, Luton 

Jackson, Richard, Empingham, Rut'and, Farmer. April 9 at 10.30 at 
offices of Stapleton, St Paul’s st, Stamford : 

Jones, Henry Richmond, Everton, Lancashire, Clothing Manufacturer. 
— 6 at 2 at offices of Goffey, Commerce chambers, Lord st, Liver- 


poo! 
Jones, John Arthur, Worcester, Earthenware Dealer. April 6 at 11 
at offices of Corbett, Avenue House, The Cross, Worces 

Jones, Thomas James, Hill’s place, Oxtord st, Lithographer. April 11 
at 3 at 111, Cheapside. Peckham and Co, Kaightrider st, Doctors’ 
commons 

Jones, Zephaniah, Blaenavon, Monmouth, Butcher. April 10 at3 at 
the Town Hall, Abergavenny. Gardner 

Kay, Frederick, Middlesborough, York, General Draper. April3 at lL 
at offices of Bates, Zotland rd, Middlesborough 

Lam! Edward, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Cork Cutter. April 12 at 2 at 
offices of Hodge and Harle, Union chambers, Grainger st west, New- 
a ie 

Joseph, Radcliffe Bridge, Lancashire, Cabinetmaker. April 10 at 

3 at offices of Addleshaw and Warburton, King st, Manchester 

Lishman, John Dale, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Iron Merchant. April 12 
11 at offices of Ingledew and Daggett, Dean st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Lonrtie, Caroline, S'oane st, Chelsea, Dressmaker. April 4 at3 at 
offices of Fox, St ars 4 ye 

yee John James, York, Plumber, April 7 at 11 at offices of James, 


Lucas, Francis, St Paul’s Walden, Hertford, Cattle Dealer. April 6.a¢ 
2 at the White Lion, Hitchin. Fenton 

Mackerell, Thomas, Liverpool, Timber Merchant. April 16 at 3 at 
offices of Banner and Son, North John st, Liverpool. Whiteley and 
Maddock, Liverpool 

Martin, William, East Bergholt, Suffolk, Farmer. April 12 at 12 at 
the White Hart Hotel, Manningiree. Pollard, Ipswich 2 

McKenzie, Alexander, Killingworth, Northumberland. April 9 at 2 
= “ Alexandra , Clayton st west, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Proc- 

» Dur 
, William Alfred, Manor st, Clapham, Assistant Gauger. April 

1 a at offices of Harvey and Co, Basinghall st. Jones, Wands- 

wort 
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Morrall, John, Bilston, Stafford, Engineer. April 6 at 3 at offices of 
Hall, Lichtield et, Bolton 


Neal, J Paul, Hanslope, Buckingham, Draper. April 9at3 at 
offices of Jeffery, Market sq, Northampton 
Palmer, Robert, King st, Deptford, Plumber. April 10 at 2 at office s 
of Pook and Son, Greenwich rd 
, James Harrison, Hulme, Lancashire, Oil Merchant. April 10 
at 3 at offices of Evans, St G ’s chambers, Albert sq, Manchester 
yffe, Alfred Henry, and William Radclyffe, High st, den town, 
Jeweliers. April 10 at 2 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. 
Neal, Pinners’ Hall, Old Broad st 
Radford, Daniel Skinner, Manchester terrace, Kensal New town, 
Baker. April 9 at 2 at offices of Berkeley, Marylebone rd 
Rhodes, William Henry, and Charles Edward Rhodes, Dewsbury, Y ork, 
Woollen Manufacturers. April 11 at 2.30 at the Wellington H otel, 
Dewsbury. Watts and Son, Dewsbury 
Rogers, James, Newport, Mon, Glass Dealer. April 9 at 3 at the 
Queen’s Hotel, Hanley. Hollinshead, Tunstall 
Roper, William Trevor, Upper Kinsham Farm, Hereford, Farmer. 
April 9 at 2 at offices of Moor, Corn sq, Leominster 
Sands, Benjamin, Stretford, Lancashire, Miller. April 13 at 3 at offices 
of Simpson, South gate, Lower King st, Manchester 
Sawden, Francis, Nafferton, York, Farmer. April 9 at 2 at offices ot 
White, Exchange st, Great Driffield 
Scott, Samuel, Fairfield, nr Manchester, Chemical Manufacturer. 
April 11 at 3 at cffices of Jackson, Church st, Ashton-under-Lyne 


Shave, Mary Rebecca, Chelmsford, Essex. April 6 at 10.30 at offiees 
: April 9 at 2 at 


of M Duke st, Chelmsford 

Shires, John, Stanley, Wakefield, Colliery Proprietor. 
the Royal Hotel, Wakefield. Wainwright, Wakefield 

Skinner, Joseph Judge, Birmingham, Factor. April 10 at 12 at o flices 
of Smith, Ann st, Birmingham 

Smith, Arthur Heavens, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Solicitor. April 4 
at 11 at offices of Clark, Regent st, Cheltenham 

Sullivan, Daniel Peyton, Knight Rider st, Doctors’ commons, W oollen 
Merchant. April 13 at 11 at the Royal Hotel, Brighouse. Perry, 
Guildhall chambers, nghall st 


s, James, Redhill, Surrey, Contractor. April 6 at12 at the 
Old Town Ha)l, Reigate. Morrison 
Tabram, John, Fenstanton, Huntingdon, Butcher. April 12 at 11 at 
offices of Watts, St Ives 
Taylor, Charles, Chester, Stationer. April 5 at 1 at offices of Nordon 
and Mason, Victoria st, Liverpool 


Thomas, John, Liandebie, Carmarthen, Grocer. April 6 at 12 at offices 
of Williams, Abbey terrace, Liandilo 
Thompson, Astley, Dcuglas Arthur Onslow, Charles'Henry Woods, 
and John Dudiey Thompson, Burry Port, Carmarthen, Lead Smelters. 
April 20 at 2 at offices of Turquand and Co, Tokenhouse yard. 
Th stag bos Shipley, York, Quarryman. April 9 at 10 at office 
ornton, John, Shipley, York, an. Apr at offices 
of Hutchinson, Piccadilly, Bradford 
resh, Thomas, Wakefield, Mineral Surveyor. April 9 at 11 at offices 
of Lake, Southgate, Wakefield 
Turner, Susan, Oxenden st, Haymarket, Fishmonger. April 17 at 3 
at offices of Mason and Son, Bedford row 
Turner, Thomas Sharp, St Lawrence, Kent, Baker. April 7 at 11 at 
the Bull and George Hotel, Ramsgate. Edwards 
Verrall, Charles, Hayward’s Heath, Sussex, Dealer in Furniture. 
April 10 at 3 at offices of Lamb, Ship st, Brighton 
Vickers, Cuthbert, North Shields, Innkeeper. April 10 at 3 at offices of 
Todd, Surtees st, West Hartlepool 
Warters, Thomas, Great Driffield, York, Innkeeper. April 9 at 11 at 
offices of White, Exchange st, Great Driffield 
Webber, Henry Augustus, Bedford,Gent. April 10 at 11 at offices of 
Jessopp, St Paul’s sq, Bedford 
ttaker, Isaac, Padiham, Lancashire, Commercial Traveller. April 
llat 3 at the Exehange Hotel, Nicholas st, Burnley. Hartley, 


Burnley 

Wilkinson, John, Preston, Brush Manufacturer, April 9 at 3 at offices 
of Forshaw, Cannon st, Preston 

Williams, David, Ferndale, Glamorgan, Collier. April 11 at 2 at offices 
of Rosser, High st, Pontypridd 

Williams, William Jones, Nevin, Carnarvon, Draper. April 6at 1 at 
Offices of Breese and Co, Penlan st, Pwilheli 

Wyatt, William, Kilmersdon, Somerset, Innkeeper. April 10 at 12.30 
at the Full Moon, Sonthgate st, Bath. Chapman, Weston-super- 








PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 
MR, G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 
57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 
Has obtained Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent for his perfectly 
painless systema of adapting 
(Prize Medal, London and Paris) 


ARTIFICIAL TEETH sy ATMOSPHERIC PRESSURE. 
Pamphlet Gratis and Post-free. 


EDE AND SON 


ROBE BER MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c. 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO. 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS &¢ 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


PARTMENTS.—To Let, a furnished Bed and 
Sitting Room at Hornsey, five minutes from the Great Northern 
station. Terms moderate. Arrangements may be made for entireor 
partial board.—Address Mrs. Grezn, No. 10, Hornsey-park-road, 
Hornsey, N. 


EASIDE EDUCATION for DAUGHTERS of 
KR GENTLEMEN.—ST. EDMUND’S HOUSE, HUNSTANTON, 
NOR FOLK, near SANDRINGHAM.—Mrs. and the Misses CaLLow 
REC EIVE and EDUCATE a limited number of YOUNG LADIES, who 
hav eevery possible home comfort; resident German, French, 
Mu sical Governesses; visiting Masters. Hunstanton is the only 
wat ering place on the East Coast of Great Britain having a w 
sea aspect, and stands in the Regietrar General’s returns on an average 
of t wenty-five years as the healthiest place in England. Spring term 
will commence on Thursday, 25th January. Terms, references, &c., 
on application. 


ASTE PAPER.—C. HERBERT, Wholesale and 

Retail Bookseller and Waste Paper Merchant, &c., 60, Goswell- 

road, London, E.C. Libraries purchased. C. Herbert, agent to the 

“Elgin New Paper Mills,’ Chicago, desires to purchase Waste Paper, 

such as old ledgers, old account books, private documents (destroyed 

in the presence of the seller if desired), old briefs, quire stock, parlia- 

mentary reports, old books (with or without covers), newspapers, old 

magazines ; likewise old parchment, waste string, &c. Bags provided 

if not less than 5 cwt. Catalogue of Books on sale forwarded on re- 
ceipt of two stamps. 


ALKER’S CRYSTAL CASE WATCHES are 

superseding all others.—Prize Medals, London, 1862; Paris, 
1867. Gold from £15 15s.; Silver from £6 6s.—68, Cornhill; 230, 
Regent-street ; 76, Strand. 


L_ #214 COMPANY’S EXTRACT of MEAT. 


Finest Meat-flavouring Stock for Soups, made Dis hes, and 
Sances. Caution—Genuine ONLY with fac simile of Baron 
Liebig’s signature across Label. 


EDUCED RATES of INTEREST for advances 
from the TEMPERANCE PERMANENT BUILDING 
SOCIETY.— £50,000 ready to be advanced, either by ordinary mort- 
gages, not subject to monthly repayments, or by the building society’s 
plan of monthly repayments, which include prineipal, premium, and 
interest, the interest being calculated at 5 per cent. on the balance 
each year. 
6 Years, | 8 Years. | 10 Years. | 12 Years. | 14 Years. | 15 Years. 
£s.da. | £8.d. | £€ad. | £38. 4. So 6. | 55% 
146,17 6 13 5 10 8 | 018 16 018 1 
Advances can be had for any other term of years not exceeding 1 
the repayments being proportionate. 
Apply to HENRY J. PHILLIPS, Secretary. 
Offices, 4, Ludgate-bill, London, E.C. 
Note.—More than two million pounds sterling have been advanced 
upon house property alone. 
Commission is paid to the Profession for the introduction of Borrowers 


Mates AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 
Established in 1833,—Capital, £1,000,000, 

HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON 
Brancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus 


mary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the 
bal doesnot fall below £100. 





























M®. FOULKS LYNOH, Solicitor (two of whose 

pupils obtained honours at the last June Final Exami an), 
Author of “ The Statute Law of 1870-76,” “* An Ep ice in 
the Supreme ”? &c., PREPARES CANDIDATES for the EXAM- 
INATIONS of the INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY, privately, in 
¢ or th the post. Terms moderate. References to pupils 
—30, Great J t, Bedford-row, W.O. 


AY SE AMIRATIONS—Me. Arum Sr. Pavt 
internediate, and.’Final Exhminatious either: privately, or in clask 
Resident pupils received.—Address, 11, Staple-inn, London, W 








Deposrts received for fixed periods on the following terms, Viz.:— 
At 5 percent. per annum. snbiect to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed upon 
Brtzs issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branche 
of the Bank free of extra charge; and approved bills purchased or sen 
for collection. 

Sates awp Pourcuasts effected in British and foreign securities, 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertake 2 
Interest drawa, and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realised, 

Every other description of banking business and money agency 
British and Indian, transacted, J. THOMSON, Chairman. 
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- RESULT OF BONUS INVESTIGATION, ist Bee: 1876. 





LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


FLEET STREET, near TEMPLE BAR. 





The Profit is the largest yet divided by the Society. 


The Bonus gives an average addition of £84 per £1,000 assured. 
Proportionate additions are reserved for all qualified Bonus-Policies becoming Death-Claims before next Division, 
The basis of valuation maintains, in their utmost force, the safeguards rendering the Society second to none.in 


security to the Assured. Thus— 


1. The new “Institute of Actuaries” Tables of Mortality were employed throughout. 


(These yield 


higher reserves against Policy-liabilities than any other in recognized use.) 
2, The future rate of Interest obtainable was estimated at 3 per cent. only. 


3. The whole “Loading” 
Nine-tenths of the Profits belong to the Assured. 


was reserved for future Expenses and Profits. 


(See Government Schedule.) 





LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 


SOCIETY, 





The Bonus Report, fully explaining the effect of the principles adopted, and the Valuation Schedule will b® 4 


forwarded. 
March, 1877. 


E. A. NEWTON, Actuary and Manager. 








CLERICAL, MEDICAL, AND GENERAL | 


LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
13, ST. JAMES’S SQUARE, LONDON, 8.W. 


CITY BRANCH. 
Mansion Hovse Bouriprnes, EC. 


Chairman—Right Hon. JOHN ROBERT MOWBRAY, M.P., D.C.L 





TENTH BONUS MEETING, 1877. 
= The Report presented at a Meeting held on the 4th Jannary last, 
showed, 
(i) AS TO THE PROGRESS OF THE SOCIETY, 

that the growth and prosperity of the Society during the period, of 
which it gave numerous details, had been everywhere manifest ; 

(2) AS TO TUE FINANCIAL POSITION OF THE SOOIETY, 

that the Assurance Fund at the date of 

Valuation wee...,......crcccsserssnroersenesooeee eee £2,118,457 10 2 
and the calculated Liability ‘at “the ‘same 
date 


1,760;516 13 10 





thus leaving a Surplus.of.............5. £357,940 16 4 


and that, after setting aside the Permanent Reserve Fund of £50,000, 
and the fractional amount of £7,940 16s, 4d., there remaine’ for divi- 
sion the sum of £300,000, which was larger by £30,000 than on any 
previous occasion ; 


(3) AS TO THE RESULTS OF THE DIVISION, 

that the sum which fell to the Assured would produce reversionary 
additions to the Assurances, amounting in the,aggregate to £357,014, 
varying in individual cases from 35 to 91 per-cent., and averaging over 
50 per cent..on the Premiums received in the Quinquenniam : 

ani that the Cash Bonus, which, being the present money value of the 
Reversionary Bonus, was the true measure of the allotment, averaged 
30 per cent. on the like payments, as, compared with 29 per.cent. in 
1872, the highest previons per-centage ; 


(4) AS TO THE BASIS OF VALUATION . 

that the Institute of Actuaries’ new H™, or Healthy Males Table, 
based on the experience of 20 of the largest English and Scotch offices, 
with net premiums and 3 per cent. interest, had been used in the In- 
vestigation : 

and that the severity of the new test, as well as the strength and elas- 
ticity of the Society, were alike showa by the fact that the Reserve 
thus required was greater by £84,611 than that which would have 
been needed by the Curlisle Table. 





THE NEXT DIVISION OF PROFITS will take placein January, 
1882, and Persons who effect New Policies before the end of June next 
will be entitled at that Division to one yeui’s additional share of Profits 
over later Entrants. 





The Report above mentioned, a detailed account of the proceedings 
of the Bonus meeting, the returns made to the Board of Trade, and 
every information, can be obtained at either of the Society’s Offices, or 
from any of its Agents. 


GEORGE CUTOCLIFF®, Actuary and Secretary. 





COMMISSION. 

10 per Cent. on the First Premium, and 5 per Cen‘. on Renews ls, is 
allowed to Solicitors. The Commission will be onti 1ued to the P erson 
introducing the Assurance, without veferenco @ the channel throu gh 
which the Premiums may be paid. 





‘UARDIAN FIRE “AN D LIFE OFFICE. 
11, Lombard-street, London, E.C. 
Established 1821. Subscribed Capital, Two Millions. 
DIRECTORS. 
Cuatsman—G. J. Shaw Lefevre, Esq., M.P. 
Derouty-CHaInMAN—Richard M. Harvey, Esq. 
Henry Hulse Berens, Esq. Rt. Hon. John G. Hubbard, M.P, 
Henry Bonham-Carter, Esq. Frederick H. Janson, Esq. 
Charles Wm. Curtis, Esq. Beaumont W. Lubbock, Esq. 
Charles F, Devas, Esq. John B. Martin, Esq. 
Sir Walter R. Farquhar, Bart. Augustus Prevost, Esq. 
Alban G. H. Gibbs, Esq. William Steven, Esq. 
James Goodson, Esq. John G. Eweetas Esq., M,P. 
Archibald Hamilton, Esq. Henry Vigne, Esq. 
Thomson Hankey, Esq., M,P. 
ManaGer OF Fine DePARTMENT—F., J. Marsden. 
AcTUARY AND SecreTaRY—T. G. C. Browne. 
Share Capital at present paid up and invested ..,. £1,000,000 
Total Funds about... ° ove ove £3,000,000 
Total Annual Income upwards are £400, 000 
N.B.—Fire Policies,which expire at Lady" Day should be renewed 
at the Head Office, or with the Agents, on or before tbe 9th of April. 


AW REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY. 





24, LINCOLN’S-INN-FIELDS, W.C. 


Cuatrman—Alfred H. Shadwell, Esq. 
Depoty-Onainman—H. Cecil Raikes, Esq., M.P. 

Reversions and Life Interests purchased. Immediate and Deferred- 
Annuities granted in exchange for Reversionary and Contingent In- 
terests. 

Loans may also be obtained on the security of Reversions, 

Annuities, Immediate; Deferred, and Contingent, and also Endow- 
ments granted on favourable terms. 

Prospectuses and Forms of Proposal, and all further information, may 


be had at the office, 
C. B. CLABON, Secretary. 


AW UNION FIRE and LIFE [INSURANCE 
COMPANY. Chief Office—126, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 
The Funds in hand and Capital subseribed amount to upwards of 
£1,400,000 sterling. 
Chairman—James,Cuppon, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Goldsmith-build- 
ing, Temple. 
Deputy-Chairman—C. vg pete Esq. (Lee & Pembertons), Solicitor 
44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Every description of Fire and Life Insurance business transacted. 
The Directors iavite attention to the new form of Life Policy, which 
is free from all conditions. 
The Company advances Money on Mortgage of Life Interest and 
Reversions, whether absolute or contingent. 
Prospectuses, Copies of the Directors’ Report, and Annual Balance 
Sheet, and every information, sent post free, on application to 
FRANK M‘GEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 








LONDON GAZETTE nes aA authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. : 


No. 117, CHANCERY pes FLEET STREET. 
ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 
waren the attention of the Legal Profession to the advantages 
long experience of upwards of thirty years, in the special in- 
ped, of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continued 


peso B.One of advertisement only req and thestrictest. 
mplientoemacel. Officially stamped forms —— advertise- 


nee and file of “‘ London Gazette” kept, By appointment. 








